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‘The Lozp Cnincetior has rather unfairly set 
“ Lord De and Lord Chelmsford, during the 
e 








ouse of Lords. His Lu Bill 
afforded the first opportunity, when Lord West: 
fA ig ts as much as he got, and 
rat for theit only “ ovation” was based upon 
some verbal criticisms which were hardly worthy of 
the occasion and the place. On Tuesday night last they 
returned to the it, when the ex-Chancellor made a 
more vehement than seemly attack upon the present 
occupant of the woolsack. Upon the whole, the exhi- 
bition was a little too gladiatorial for the arena of the 
Senate. Lord Chelmsford came down to the House 
well backed by his friends, who seem to have been fully 
alive to thé pe og? of the expected contést, as the 
full benches of one side of the House showed clearly 
nou; The “ conversation” related to the mr Bo 
pie the new at of the officers of the Insolvent 
btors Court, its substance will be found else- 
where in our columns.. Much as these gentlemen are 
to. be pitied—and unquestionably their case is one of 
anh hip—it is impossible to deny that the Lord 
or has acted towards them; and also towards 
Parliament in respect of their case; with the utmost 
eandour and fairness. He admits the equity of their 
claims, and that through a slip in the Act they have 
been ina ion such as Parliament never in- 
tended. . The law officers of the crown have given an 
the legal validity of their claims under 

te, The reasonable course, there- 
feasible one—is what the 


the words of the : 
fore—and indeed the onl 
Lord Chancellor himself has recommended, a petition 


grounded upon table considerations to the House 
of Commons, w alone has the power under the 
circumstances Of affording relief. 
THe Government is again in motion to carry out the 
recommendations of the Report of the Commissioners 
for the Concentration of Courts. Bills have actordingly 
een laid before Parliament to enable ministers to select 
a suitable site for the New Palace of Justice, and to ap- 
propriate part of the Suitors’ Fund towards the cost of 
the pilding. Our readers are already familiar with the 
details of the scheme, and with its history. There is 
very little doubt that something of the kind must be 
carried into effect before long ; and it is not impossible 
that it may be done this session, as there is so little else 
for Parliament to think of. There are no dissentients 
in respect of the principle of concentration, though, of 
course, there are many practical obstacles in the way of 
ving it effect. The Commissioners in their report 
whi has appeared at length in these columns*) prove 
to demonstration that great advantage would sels not 
only to both branches of the profession, but to the 
general public, from a concentration of the superior 
courts and offices. ‘“ Of all parties,” says the report, 
“none is ultimately so largely interested as the public 
itself, for which alone judges and barristers and 
attorneys, are .” Beyond all doubt, the present 
wide separation of the courts tends very miuch to increase 
the unn mses of law, which, in some shape 
or other, must be borne by the public—while it confers 
no advantage whatever upon lawyers. The real ques- 
tions, however, have not been as to the advantages de- 
rivable from eenaptrations but as pd the supply * the 
necessary for effectuating it, and, of course, there 
has been a rivalry of “sites,” which has had consider - 





* 4 Sol. Jour., 715, 


‘finally, that the office should 





able effect in retarding the progress of the measure. 
Mr. Harvey Gem, and other gentlemen, have besa 
strenuous advocates for Lincoln's Inn Fields. On the 
other hand, the Incorporated Law Society is in 
favour of the site selected by Government upon the re> 
commendation of the Commissioners. The latter lies; as 
our readers are aware, between Lincoln's Inn and: the 
Temple, and stretches across from the Law Institution to 
Clement’s Inn and New Inn. Doreg oe last session of 
Parliament numerous petitions, both from town and 
country solicitors, were presented if favour of the 
Government measure. Upon the pee of site, its 
main opponents are the Society of Liticoli’s Inn, who 
desire to retain the Courts of Equity in their pres 
situation, and the advocates of Lincoln’s Inn 
with whose arguments our readers ate not unfamiliar. 
The principal difficulty will probably be as to the 
bo pha of the Chancery funds the de- 
cided opinion of Vice-Chancellor Wood, who was one of 
the Commissioners. Although the measure has been 
brought before Parliament again this session, it was but 
superficially discussed. There is no doubt, however, 
that it is of very great public importance, and exci 
deep and general interest thoughout the community 
so that we may expect, when it next comes before th 
House of Commons, it will meet with a fuller and more 
og consideration than it has yet received from that 
y: 
Tue Registry of Deeds Office in Dublin has been 
felt. to be in an unsatisfactory state. Solicitors 
their clients complain very much of the delay in effect- 
ting searches for judgments in connexion with the con- 
veyance’ of landed er The office consists of @ 
very numerous staff, including one chief and two assist- 
ant. registrars, with from sixty to seventy clerks; in 
various departments. Irish solicitors consider the j 
system so brates and re that bea practice it 
imposes on them undue responsibility, without giving to 
the public the protection it was originally Ties 
to afford. No blame is imputed to the oe 
for not being able to keep down the arrears. ie in- 
efficiency of the system arises, in a great measure, from the 
complex forms and various repetitions enjoined by several 
Acts of Parliament. In last July, by order of the House 
of Commons, a return was ordered of a letter on the 
subject from Colonel Leach, R.E., to the Chief Secretary, 
containing suggestions for a reform of the office, which 
have been recently under the consideration of the 
Incorporated Society of the Attorneys and Solicitors of 
Ireland. They appointed a sub-committee to inquire 
into the state of the office, and the report adopted by the 
Council has just been printed. The Committee state that 
they have entered into a thorough examination of the 
working of the office, the result of which is that they 
have given their decided approval to the plan recom- 
mended by Colonel Leach, which had been — to 
him by Mr. Dillon, of the Registry Office. may 
be resolved into three points: —1. A more uniform and 
stematic mode of drawing up the “memorials” of 
eeds. 2. A printed instead of a manuscript registry. 
3. The Ordnance Survey to be the basis of land regis- 
tration. It is further recommended that there should 
be but one office for the regi of all deeds; and, 
under the con- 
trol of the judges of the Landed Estates Court. An Act 
of Parliament will be required to effect this — se 
tant reform. The tendency in Ireland as well as 
is to use printing for law purposes ‘as much as possible. 
Sir G. Bowrsr has obtained leave to introduce a bill 
for the better government of the Inns of Court, and the 
constitution of a ‘‘ Court of og. yo to decide in all 
such cases of all misconduct of barristers as areno 
heard by the benchers of the several Inns. The bi 
has not yet been printed, but from its author's sketch 
of it, we are inclined to think, that if it be on in- 
ngs 


| tended to provide a remedy for the state of 
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brought to light by the cases recently pending in the 
Temple, it would be better to confine the bill to this 
alone. That part of the measure which ee to 
deal with the property of the Inns of Court is likely to 
be vehemently — by the numerous benchers who 
have got seats in Parliament ; and wé believe, moreover, 
that it would be difficult to substantiate any case of 
maladministration under the present system. 


A Par.iamentary paper relating to the statistics of 
the Divorce Court has just been issued, by which it 
appears that the business of that tribunal has already 
settled down into r currents, so that a pretty fair 
estimate may now be formed of the amount and character 
of the work which lies before it in the future. The 
regular rate of suits for dissolution of marriage being 
instituted is rather over 200 a year. The proportion 
of successful to unsuccessful suits of this kind, is about 
100:7—rather more than 40 per cent. of the causes being 
undefended at the trial. The number of these causes 
set down for trial on the 30th July, 1861, was 74.* 


Sir Repmonp Barry, oneof the Judges of the Supreme 
Court at Melbourne, Australia, has arrived in England 
to act as one of the Commissioners for Victoria at the 
Great International Exhibition. Sir Redmond is a 

t benefactor to that colony. It owes to him the 
foundation of the Melbourne University, of which he is 
Chancellor ; and he was also the originator of the Public 
Library, which has since grown under his exertions to 
a splendid collection of 27,000 volumes. His example 
of well-directed energy has influenced the formation of 
other useful institutions. The Supreme Court Library, 
which now contains 4,000 volumes, the growth of ten 

has also been sustained by his vigilant care. 
Catalogues of these libraries have recently been printed 
in such a manner as to exhibit the state of typography 
in the colony. 


Mr. Horace Firzceratp has been appointed a 
0 al of the Supreme Court for the Island of 
rinidad. 


Maz. Epwarp Lazorpg has been appointed Colonial 
— tary and Registrar of Deeds for the Island of St. 
incent. 


Mr. Wit11am Yatrs Cocxsurn has been appointed 
a Clerk in the Master’s Office, Queen’s Bench. 


Mr. Henry Houtanp Burns, of Bath, has been ap- 

inted a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the ac- 

owledgments of deeds by married women, for the city 
of Bath and the county of Somerset. 


---- > — 


REGISTRATION OF TRUST DEEDS IN BANK- 
RUPTCY. 

While the Bankruptcy Bill was before Parliament 
last session, we took occasion more than oncef to call 
attention to the anomalies and probable operation of 
what were called the Deed Clauses in the Bill. The 
matter, however, was of subordinate importance com- 

with the more exciting question of a New 
Appellate Court presided over by a Chief Judge, and 
accordingly these clauses found their way into the Act 
without modification. This new feature of bankruptcy 
ractice was introduced, no doubt, mainly with the ob- 
ject of increasing the fund which would be required for 
the purposes of the new Act. Under the former state 
of things composition deeds were about seven times 
more numerous than adjudications in bankruptcy ; and 
it was considered that not less probably y 8,000 
creditors’, composition, and inspectorship deeds, would 
become subject to the operation of the new statute—the 





a. le of the Divorce Court generally, see 5 Sol. Jour. 157, 
t'See 5 Sol. J., 317. 





result of which would have been to increase the 
annual money returns in bankruptcy to the extent 
perhaps of not less than £30,000 per annum. But 
although the number of such deeds registered in 
accordance with the provisions of the Act has been 
considerable, it falls very far short indeed of what 
was originally expected, notwithstanding there has 
been from the first a strong predilection amongst the 
mercantile community in favour of the yas generally. 
Various reasons may be assigned for this. We have 
already had an opportunity, on several occasions, to 
mention some of them: and we are now mainly con- 
cerned with the provisions relating to the registrati 
of such deeds. Upon this | soap Mr. J. Russell, the Secre- 
tary of the Mercantile Law Amendment Society, has 
published the following letter :— 


The attention of this committee having been called to the 
fact that trast deeds executed by a debtor, pursuant to the 
192nd clause ot the Bankruptcy Act of last session, by which 
a minority of creditors are bound by an arrangement accepted 
by a certain majority, after being regis by the Chief 
Registrar, are returned by that officer to the parties: who 
brought them to him, they directed me to ascertain whether 
such a proceeding was in accordance with the Act; and, as the 
subject is of very great importance, perhaps you will be good 
enough to allow me to bring it under notice, 

The fourth condition in clause 192 states, that “ within 
twenty-eight days from the day of the execution of such deed 
or instrument by the debtor the same shall be produced and 
left (having been first duly stamped) at the office of the Chief 
Registrar, for the purpose of being registered.” Clause 193 
enacts that certain particulars of such deed are to be entered 
by the Chief Registrar in a book kept for that purpose 
within forty-eight hours after it shall have been left with him, 
and afterwards advertised in the Gazette. Clause 194 provides 
for the registration of all other deeds of composition and the 
like not executed pursuant to the conditions in clause 192, and 
the language is as follows:—“ Shall within twenty-eight 
days from and after the execution thereof by such debtor, or 
within such further time as the Court in London shall allow, 
be registered in the Court of Bankruptcy.” Clause 198 enacts 
“that after notice of the filing and registration of such deed ” 
(the words “such deed” have been decided to refer to deeds 
mentioned in clause 192) “has been given as aforesaid, no 
execution, sequestration, or other process against the debtor’s 
property in respect of any debt, and no process against his 
person in respect of any debt, other than such process by writ 
or warrant as may be had against a debtor about to depart out 
of England, shall be available to any creditor or claimant 
without leave of the Court; and a certificate of the filing and 
registration of such deed under the hand of the Chief Registrar 
and the seal of the Court shall be available to the debtor for 
all purposes as a protection in bankruptcy.” 

I acmit that if the language of the fourth condition in 
clause 192 stood by itself, and was alone to be considered, some 
ambiguity would exist as to whether the words “produced and 
left for the purpose of being registered ’’ intended that the deed 
should be permanently retained by the Chief Registrar; but 
the words “ filing and registration of such deed ” in clause 198 
appear to my mind conclusive of the intention of the Legislature 
that such deeds should be in the custody of the Chief Regis- 
trar. If this were not so, the 198th clause would have run, 
“ After notice of the registration, &c.,” and the words “ filing 
and” would not have been introduced. It is clear they have 
not crept in by accident, nor can they be treated as eurplusage. 

I have just seen appended to one of these deeds a certificate 
of the Chief Registrar that such deed had been duly filed and 
registered with him. I cannot comprehend how that gentle- 
man can certify that a document which he is going to. give up 


has been filed. I would also remark that a deed registered 


under clause 194 remains in the possession of the debtor, 
because it is his protection against the claims of his creditors; 
but the only protection available to an arranging debtor under 
clause 192 is the certificate of the Chief Registrar, the deed 
itself not affording protection. For these reasons I believe 
that all deeds executed under clause 192 ought to be retained 
in the custody of the Chief Registrar. If my view be correct 
no doubt much confusion will arise in respect to those deeds 
registered and taken away, but still greater inconveni would 





ensue from any other construction. For —— su 
a creditor in London of a debtor living at Ne e saw in the 
Gazette that a deed had been registered, binding him to an 
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arrangement about which he might not even have been con- 
sulted, and«he, naturally enough, wanted to ascertain who 
were the creditors who had effected an arrangement by which 
his legal remedy against his debtor had been barred, in order 
that he might prin he the probability of their debts being 
bond fide due, surely there ought to be some record to which he 
might refer for such information, I may be told that he might 
summon the debtor to the Court and examine him; but I 
answer that it would be a monstrous injustice to expose him to 
80 expensive a remedy. 

I am sorry to add that I can find no General Order that 
throws any light upon the question. I regret that.the refusal 
of the House of Lords last session to sanction the appointment 
of a Chief Judge, who would have lated all these matters, 
has left the administration of the Bankruptcy Law in the 
greatest confusion and perplexity, and has frequently brought 
the law itself into contempt, when, in truth, the fault rests 
with its administrators. 

I trust the importance of the subject will be deemed a 
sufficient apology for the length of this communication. 


One of our correspondents sends us the following 
useful observations on this communication :— 


It seems to me that there can be very little use in the present 
mode of registration. It is next to useless; creditors are left 
entirely without the means of satisfying themselves whether 
the conditions of the Act, as regards the proportion of creditors 
assenting, has or has not been complied with, But I would 
submit that the miscarriage is to be attributed, not to the Act, 

_ but to the General Ordersissued under the Act, the existence of 
which Mr. Russell appears to have overlooked. Those Orders 
appear to me to bea departure from the Act, for, according to 
my view, coupling the words “produced and left” in section 
192, with the words “‘filing and registration” in section 198, 
there can be no doubt that the Legislature intended that the 
deed should be permanently left—i.e. “filed.” But by General 
Order 19 (under sect. 193) it is provided that “‘ the solicitor or 
party producing the deed” may deliver to the Registrar a 
memorandum thereof in a form given, whereas if the rule had 
followed the language of the section it should have been “ pro- 
ducing and leaving, &c.” Again, in the latter part of the same 
Order, in giving the form of the Registrar’s certificate (professing 
to be under sect. 198), the form makes the Registrar certify that 
the deed “was brought into my office for registration,” thus 
again departing from the words of the section it professes to 
follow, by omitting the word “ ue 

- Itis that at the foot of this certificate is written,— 
“ Note.—This certificate is available to the said A. B. for ail 
purposes as a protection in bankruptcy,” although it is clearly 
not a compliance with the section of the Act that gives that 
protection. The blame of the miscarriage, therefore, seems to 
me, to rest with the framers of the General Orders, and not 
with the officers of the court, who are of course bound to follow 
those Orders. 

The question will probably soon be raised in the courts of 
common law, whether the Registrar’s certificate, not being in 
conformity with the terms of sect. 198, will operate as a pro- 
tection to the debtor. But in the meantime it is to be hoped 
that some of the Mercantile or Law Societies will call the at- 
tention of the Lord Chancellor to this very evident error in the 
General Orders, and that they may be amended and made in 
conformity with the language of the Act. 

A Soxicrror. 

Much as the difficulties here raised may have tended 
to prevent persons from availing themselves of the 
Deed Clauses, we believe that the uncertainties and diffi- 
culties involved in framing deeds so as to be valid under 
these provisions, have had a still greater effect in this 
direction. It is evident, however, that the question as 
to the mode of registering and filing these deeds which 
is now being discussed, requires immediate attention ; 
and so long as it remains unsettled, the value of the 
Registrar's certificate must always be questionable. 


a 
~ 





ENGLISH STAMPS ON COLONIAL DEEDS. 


In another of our columns will be found a letter 
i “ A Solicitor,” asking whether conveyances and 
mo: of estates in the West Indies, executed in 


Englan 
perial 


are liable to stamp duties imposed by the Im- 
Legislature. The writer cites’ the statute 





es 








18 Geo. 3, c. 12, which declares that “the Imperial 
Legislature will not thenceforth impose any duty, tax, 
or assessment, payable in any of the colonies, provinces, 
and plantations in the West Indies,” as.an @ 
for his contention that no stamp duty is payable in 
cases. It is an established rule that the formalities re- 
quired to give validity to contracts are in general those 
ibed by the law of the place where the contract is 
made, but that real or immovable property can only be 
e effectually transferred by instruments made in aceord- 
ance with the law of the place where the property is 
situate. 

This general principle does not, however, interfere 
with the municipal and fiscal laws of different countries ; 
nor does it exempt contracts relating to land in foreign 
countries from the operation of the law of the country 
in which such contracts may be made. Whatever con- 
stitutional doubts may exist as to the power of the Im- 
perial Parliament to impose duties on the British colo- 
nies, there can be none as to its power to im duties 
on transactions which take place in the United King- 
dom, whatever may be the collateral effect of those 
transactions. An instrument must be stamped ac- 
cording to the manner in which it o at the time 
of its execution ( Weddall v. Capes, 1 M. & W. 50); and 
if its operation at that time is to pass “ pro real 
or {personal” within the meaning of stat. 55 3, 
c. 184, which contains no exception of property situate 
in a foreign country, it must be liable to all 
the burdens imposed upon such instruments by that 
statute :— Wright v. The Commissioners of Inland Re- 
venue, 11 Exch. 458; Stonelake v. Babb, 5 Bur. 2673. 
Such burdens may or may not be capable of evasion. 
The, stamp laws do not expressly invalidate unstam 


conveyances or mortgages, but render them i le 
of being received in evidence in English courts, and also 
im a fine on the parties who prepare them. ° If the 


validity of the deed is not questioned, or if the Court 
before which it is questioned, whether ish or 
foreign, either does not know or does not regard the 
fact that the English stamp laws have been evaded, the 
omission of the stamp may be practically of little con- 
uence, and the solicitor who prepared the deed may 
take his chance of the penalty being enforced. 
however, the instrument is prepared under the direction 
of the Court of Chancery, or under circumstances which 
render its production in court n or probable, 
we apprehend that it would not be safe to omit the 
stamp ; and we believe that it is the general practice to 
stamp all such instruments when executed in England. 
As an illustration of the above principles, we may refer 
to the West Indian Incumbered Estates Acts. The first 
of the above Acts, 17 & 18 Vict. c. 117, which enabled 
lands situated in the West Indian colonies to be sold 
by the Incumbered Fstates Commissioners in England 
as well as in the colonies, contained no provisions as to 
the stamp duties, which led to the anomaly that while 
conveyances executed by the local commissioners were 
free from stamp duty, conveyances executed oe 
commissioners in England, though of adjacent lands, 
were subject to a duty of one-half per cent.* This 
anomaly was removed by the 13th section of the 
Amendment Act (21 & 22 Vict. c. 96), which provides 
that “ every conveyance or order for partition, exchange, 
or division, executed or made by the commissioners in 
ursuance of these Acts, shall be exempt from stam 
uty, notwithstanding the same may have been ex 
or made in England ;” thus expressly recognising the 
ors that, but for the above section, the stamp 
uties would have attached. 

The from Howard's Colonial Law referred to 
by “A Solicitor,” though correct in theory, is not borne 
out by the actual state of facts. Grenada, originally a 
French colony, was ceded to the English at Peace 
of Paris in 1763, and a general assembly was shortly 





* Cust’s West Indian Incumbered Estates Acts, p. 31. 





after summoned by the authority of the Crown. In 
July, 1779, Grenada was recaptured by the French, but 
was restored to the English in 1783. Although the 
French law existing before the cession was never 
formally ee one it would appear to have become 
obsolete, probably from the departure of the original 
French colonists, and the law of England, as it stood 
before the cession, became ised as the law of the 
colony, as if it had been originall colonised by the 

lh; see as to this Clark’s Colonial Law, p. 206. 
The circumstances attending the cession of this island, 
and the extent of the Royal authority over it, were 
discussed at length in the case of Campbell v. Hail, 
1 Cowp. 204. The law now administered in the colon 
is in effect the common and statute law of England, 
as it stood in 1763, subject to such modifications as have 
been introduced by the Colonial Acts, and such Im- 
perial Acts as are expressly or impliedly extended to 
pei or in which the Stamp Acts are, of course, not 
included. 


—_—_—_—__—_—— 


LAND TRANSFER SCHEMES. No. V. 
As to Cusropy or DrEps uron JupictaL SaLEs. 

Where any application for a vesting order is made, the Court 
may require all persons who have any deeds or evidence of title 
relating to the land, to produce them. Under this enactment, 
in the case of an application by a remainderman, to sell, the 
deeds, which will probably be in the possession of the tenant 
for life, will have to be produced by him, although he may not 
be a party to the application, and although such production 
might be the means of affecting and prejudicing his estate by 
the revelation of some defect in, or latent claim against, his title. 
It is of course difficult to understand how a Court can sift the 
title of the owners of estates in expectancy, without dealing 
with the title also of the owners of the particular estates. In 
the case of a private sale by a reversioner, we apprehend that 
he would have no right to insist upon the same exhaustive ex- 
amination of the particular tenant’s title and interest as will 
be permitted, and indeed necessitated, if the Court is to sell re- 
versionary estates with an absolute guarantee. When the pur- 
chase-moneys are paid into the Bank, the Court is to exercise 
its ordinary jurisdiction in ascertaining the interests of the 
persons entitled to them. After a vesting order has been made, 
all such deeds and evidences of title delivered to the Court as 
relate exclusivaly to the land, and are of no avail except for 
the purpose of substantiating the title to the land, shall be de- 
livered to the purchaser; and all other such deeds and evidences 
relating to the land, or to any part thereof, are to be returned 
to the parties entitled to the custody thereof, but previously to 
being returned, they are to be stamped or otherwise marked, so 
a8 to give notice to any person inspecting such deeds, &c., of 
the proceedings taken by the Court in relation to the land or 
any portion of it, comprised in such deeds. There may be 
some difficulty in putting an exact meaning upon certain parts 
of this section. Every deed of conveyance, in the present form 
of them, contains covenants; these covenants are inserted for 
the purpose, of course, of binding the grantor’s conscience by 
an explicit affirmance of his title, and of affording the grantee 
secondary remedies by personal actions, in the event of his 
being evicted by some owner paramount to the grantor. Now 
no deed of conveyance which affords these remedies is, in our 
opinion, strictly definable as relating exclusively to the land, and 
as being of no avail except for the purpose of substantiating the 
title to the land. The very purpose of covenants seems to be 
the giving redress to a grantee who may Jose the land, and upon 
the assumption that he may lose it, or something in it, or from 
it. Again, the language of the 62nd section will disentitle the 
purchaser of any land which is affected by any incumbrance 
or annuity from obtaining possession of the deeds revealing it, 
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however small in amount or remotely contingent in actual 

obligation such incumbrance or annuity might be; and although 

the purchaser should buy and take a transfer of every portion 

of the property charged, because no one can predicate of such 

deeds that they relate exclusively to the land, and are of no 

avail except for the purpose of substantiating the title to the 

land. In proportion also to the doubts which may arise upon 

the application of the words we have just referred to, will ques- 

tions be raised upon the meaning of the latter portion of the 
same section. Whatare all other deeds and evidences of title? 

If a purchaser of a property affected by a charge is to have 

the deeds delivered to him under this part of the section, as 
being entitled to the custody thereof, we affirm that the language 
of the enactment, which he will allege to give him that right, 
expressly relates to the possessory rights of persons other than 

purchasers, and provides for the revealing of the transaction 
of the sale by endorsed stamping or writing. The provision 
for marking deeds seems inconsistent with the plain purport of 
the language of the concluding part ot the 101st section, which 
enacts that no person claiming under a registered instrument 
as a purchaser for valuable consideration shall be affected by 
or deemed to have any notice whatever of any deed, instrn- 
ment, will, judgment, order, decree, lien, fact, or evidence not 
appearing on the register. If by any accident the Registrar, 
after the making of a vesting order for a Judicial Title at a: 
future specified date, were to omit the registration upon the 
Record of Title or the Registry of Incumbrances, of a charge, 
or of any portion of or interest in any charge, upon the land 
conveyed, it seems that a subsequent purchaser for value, 
taking by statutory conveyance from the judicial purchaser, 
would take an absolute interest if he bought after the specified 
date, and although he had full knowledge of the fact that the 
Registrar had marked or endorsed the deeds, which were pro- 
perly returned to the custody of the tenant of the particular 
estate. If we are wrong in supposing that tk<re is any incon- 
sistency of enactment or intention in the 62nd and the 101st 
sections read together, and if in fact they can both clearly be 
applied at once, the Bill, so far as it relates to a matter of the 
kind we have just supposed, will revive the old question of 
private and constructive notice, and will deprive the public 
registers pro tanto of their attributes of completeness and ab- 
solute obligation. Vesting orders are to direct the Registrar 
to enter the name of the person entitled under them, on the 
register, as proprietor of the land, with a guarantee of title. 
The order, and the entry of it on the register, are to contain a 
statement of the estates and interests conveyed and affected, 
and of incumbraces and conditions and reservations, &e. If 
on the first registration of land, under a vesting order, an incum- 
brance has been registered, which is afterwards discharged, the 
Registrar, on proof of such discharge, is to enter a memorandum 
to that effect, and upon such entry the encumbrance is to be 
deemed to be discharged. Ifthe Registrar be credulous or care- 
less, there is some danger of a mortgagee or incumbrancer 
losing his interest by the fraud of the owner of the land 
under this provision; for the Registrar may apparently proceed 
to enter the memorandum of discharge after hearing a pri- 
vate and ex parte application, and the language of the section 
that, upon such entry the incumbrancer shall be deemed to be 
discharged, does not appear to leave to any Court a clear dis- 

cretion to declare that such entry shall, for any reason, not be 

deemed to be a discharge to the incnmbraucei. 


Costs UNDER JupIOcIAL SALEs. 


The Lord Chancellor may fix a scale of costs to be paid in re- 
spect of proceedings under this Part of the Bill ; but when the scale 
is fixed it appears to be obligatory and unalterable in the prin- 
ciple or theory of it—namely, that it is to be calculated upon 
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an ad valorem system, professional charges being payable in 
proportion te the amount of the purchase-money, except in 
respect of any purchase-money which may be higher in 
amouut than a prescribed maximum ; as to purchase-moneys 
above that maximum, the Lord Chancellor may, if he thinks 
it expedient, prescribe the payment of costs on the same prin- 
ciple, but by a lower per-centage, upon the amount of the pur- 
chase-money. This section appears to be imperative upon the 
question of the method or system of professional remuneration. 
We apprehend that, although a large proportion of convey- 
ancing practitioners perceive and deplore the disadvantages 
and the temptations which are incident to the present system 
of paying costs according to the length of documents, yet 
that those persons will rot be entirely satisfied with the change 
proposed.’ It is evident that the price of an estate affords no 
reliable indicium of the trouble and difficulty of the convey- 
ancing business incident to a sale of that estate—the transfer 
of a@ property which costs £100, may easily require more 
trouble and learning to be spent upon it, than the transfer of a 
great family estate which may sell for a hundred times that 
sum. If there conld be any scheme for paying solicitors ac- 
cording to their trouble, we apprehend that that would 
be the plan to adopt —the most able and learned men 
would be most highly remunerated, and an extensive 
practice would be sure evidence of ability. 


GENERAL RULEs AND ORDERS. 

The Lord Chancellor, with the assistance of any three of the 
Chancery Judges, is to make General Rules and Orders from 
time to time for the purpose of carrying into effect the provisions 
of the second and third Parts of the Bill, We cannot understand 
the ground of restricting the operation of the General Orders to 
the matters dealt with by these two Parts, especially as several 
sections of Part I. refer to the provisions of General Orders ; 
but inasmuch as section 138 enables the Lord Chancellor, 
with the assistance of any two Chancery Judges, to make 
General Orders for carrying the purposes of the Act in rela- 
tion to applications to the Court into effect, and for regulating 
the times and form and mode of procedure, and generally 
the practice of the Court in respect of the matters of this 
Act (whatever that expression may signify), we apprehend 
that there will be power under some part of the Bill to make 
General Rules and Orders which will deal with everything 
left open to the provisions of them. 


Provisions AS TO JUDICIAL BUSINESS. 


The 72nd section enables the Lord Chancellor to assign 
duties, by the Third Part of the Bill vested in the Court of 
Chancery, to any particular judge or judges, and to appoint 
such additional clerk or clerks as he may consider neces- 
sary. This section is repeated by the 139th section, 
except that in that section the Lord Chancellor's discretion 
extends to assigning the duties vested in the Court of 
Chancery in relation to the matters of this Act to any Judge, 
&c., instead of assigning (as in the 72nd section) only the 
duties by the third Part of the Bill vested in the Court, to any 
such judge. We cannot perceive that the 139th section does 
not comprehend the matters dealt with by the 72nd section. 


Tue TRansFER OF REGISTERED LAND. 


We have, to some extent, anticipated the obsérvations which 
would perhaps most fitly be inserted in this place, and it is only 
necessary to repeat that the provisions of the Fourth Part of 
the Bill seem to us to threaten great delay and expense, 
by making it obligatory upon the persons interested, 
or even their attorneys properly authorised, to attend 
before the Registrar in the Metropolis on every sale, mortgage, 








or other disposition of registered land or any estate therein. Many 
registered landowners would probably decline to sell a piece of 
ground for a price under £50, for, though the actual expense 
of transfer might be trifling, the difficulty of obtaining the 
attendance of every person interested and the expense of living 
in London until the Registrar could settle the business, if there 
were a delay of twenty-four hours only, and even the risk of 
any such difficulty or of many others which will occur to pro- 
fessional readers, would be things which would threaten incon- 
veniences quite sufficient to prevent any sale for a lower 
amount. Any registered land may be conveyed, charged, 
settled, dealt with, or affected either by a statutory disposition 
in any of the forms prescribed by the Bill or by endorsement 
om the land certificate or by deposit of that certificate, or 
lastly, and subject to the provisions of the Bill, by any deed, 
will, judgment, decree, or instrument by which such land, if 
not registered, might now, according to law, be conveyed, 
charged, settled, devised, dealt with, or affected. As to this 
last method of disposition, we may remark in passing that the 
liberality of discretion which it seems to give to landowners to 
use any private or special form of disposing’ of their land, or 
any interest in it, will probably be found to convey with it as 
an incident, the danger of many questions concerning construc- 
tive notice, and concerning a conflict of meaning or of allega- 
tion between the public and the private muniments. But no 

equitable mortgage or lien on registered lands is to be created 
by deposit of title deeds. The power of mortgaging by deposit 
of deeds will, we presume, revive if and when the registration © 
of land to which they relate, has been closed; but we do not 
quite understand whether if those deeds related, for example 
to 1,000 acres of land, and the parties interested might, under 
the discretion given to them by s. 32, close the registration as 
to 900 acres or as to certain well defined and dis- 
tinct farms, the right to raise money upon the deeds 
would be lost or suspended, because they still related to 
“registered land.” The 83rd section, however, affords to 
registered landowners the means of raising money by equitable 
mortgage by making the deposit of the land certificate eqniva- 
jent, for the purpose of creating a lien on the estate, toa 
deposit of the title deeds. As we shall presently ascertain, the 
land certificate may be obtained by any person named or 
described in the Record of Title as the owner of any estate or 
interest in lands upon the registry, and as a safeguard to 
depositees of land certificates, the 136th and 137th sections 
provide that the Registrar is to grant a new land certificate in 
lien of one which is (or, we suppose, is alleged to be), lost 
mislaid, or destroyed, only upon being satisfied of such loss, 
mislaying, or destruction, and he is to grant a new certificate 
only in lieu of one delivered up to him. Onr readers haye 
already had an opportunity of ascertaining our impressions 
upon the method of transferring registered land by statutory 
forms, and upon the questions which seem to us to be probable 
if that method is put in operation ‘as proposed by the Bill, 
and we therefore proceed to consider those provisions of the 
Bill which relate to land certificates. 

LaND CERTIFICATES. 

If a landowner persuades himself that the advantages of 
the new system are so certain and manifest that it will be 
wise to adopt it in dealings with his property, he will 
probably discover no greater change in the new state of things 
than that which will be revealed to him in the form, and 
size, and character of his muniments of title. His “ deeds” 
will not exist any longer; he will be able to read the evidences 
of his ownership fluently; and we are to anticipate ‘trom Lord 
Westbury’s legislation so much clearness of indexing, and 80 
much perspicvity of statement, that a country gentle- 
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man will, by five minutes labour in his study, ascertain with 
exactness of apprehension, the area and geographical situation 
of his property, the precise amount and condition of every 
incumbrance, and the extent of his own power of disposition. 
He will obtain this information without any aid from his 
solicitor, and will carry his title deeds in his breast pocket, 
printed in size and appearance something very much like an 
octavo almanac. If he wishes to sell he can do it with 
as little trouble as if he sold a horse, and with as little delay. 
If he is a reasonably learned man, and can understand and 
copy a simple form of conveyance on the back of his land 
certificate, the cost of buying and selling an estate of 1,000 acres 
may be less than the cost of buying and selling and fetching a 
horse which is fifty miles off. A solicitor’s office will contain no 
more papers than a stockbroker’s, and the absurd and disagree- 
able method of inscribing the record of men’s ownership of 
land upon cumbrous and illegible parchment in a handwriting 
which is apparently intended to distress and not to inform the 
reader of it, will cease to trouble mankind. It will be for 
our readers to consider whether these changes in our landed 
property affairs are probable or not. If they are, there will be 
so many others in addition to them that it is impossible to pro- 
phecy what social changes are not impending. Who can say 
that retired capitalists will not change their estates every two 
or three years; or that old family estates will not be things of 
the past; or that the political influence of Jocal landowners 
will not disappear or be unascertainable; because no man or 
no family may retain possession or ownership long enough to 
give them local importance. 

The Registrar is, upon request, to deliver to every person 
named in the Record of Title as owner of any estate or interest 
in registered lands, a land certificate under the seal of the 
office, and signed by the Registrar; such certificate to contain, 
first, a copy of the description of the land as appearing in the 
registry of estates, with all the entries relating thereto; and 
secondly, a copy of the entries relating to the same lands ap- 
pearing in the Record of Title; and thirdly, a copy of the 
entries in the Registry of Incumbrances of mortgages, charges, 
claims, and liens on or affecting the estate and interest of 
such owner, and such certificate shall certify whether such 
lands are registered with or without a guarantee of title, and 
shall be distinguished by the number under which the lands 
are registered in the Registry of Estates; and shall contain all such 
other particulars as are material or useful for the pur- 
pose of manifesting the exact nature of such owner's 
estate and interest. Upon the request of a holder of a land 
certificate, the Registrar at any time is to compare the certifi- 
cate with the registry, and if there has been no alteration, is to 
certify at the foot of the certificate that it contains a true 
statement of the entries of the registry, and he is to sign the 
same and add the date of his signature. The Registrar is, if 
he thinks fit, to make any alteration or omission in the certifi- 
cate which can conveniently be made, or any addition so as to 
make the certificate correspond, for the time being, with the 
registry; or a new certificate may be granted upon delivery up 
of the old one. A registered incumbrancer is to be entitled to 
have a certificate containing an extract from the Register of 
Incumbrances, and giving a description of the land and par- 
ticulars of the incumbrance. Whenever any registered pro- 
prietor is desirous to sell. settle, or mortgage any registered land 
or estate therein, he may obtain from the Registrar a special 
land certificate for that purpose, which shall contain an exact 
description of the land proposed to be dealt with, taken from 
the Registry of Estates, and shall also state the nature of the 
estates and interest of such proprietor therein, and the par- 
ticulars of incumbrances, if any, affecting the land, Such 
certificate is to be final and conclusive evidence of the title of 





the registered proprietor to the land as appearing by such 
certificate; no entry shall be made by the Registrar in the 
register of any deed, act, or transaction affecting such land, 
and the estates of the registered proprietor described in the 
certificate, except upon the delivery up of the person holding 


such ‘certificate, until fourteen days have expired fromand after ~ 


the day of the date thereof. The meaning of these provisions 
is not clear. We apprehend that the Registrar is not to enter 
any transaction in relation to the sale, for instance, of land in 
respect of which a special certificate has been granted, until 
fourteen days after the date of that certificate, unless the cer- 
tificate is, before the expiration of that time, delivered up by a 
purchaser. But it is not impossible that the enactment 
is intended to be that the entry of the sale is not 
to be made except upon delivery up of the certificate, 
and until fourteen days after the date of it. There is no ap- 
parent reason for the delay of fourteen days, inasmuch as it 
will not be necessary if the new system works at all properly; 
and it is moreover quite possible that, in many instances of the 
purchase of land on a second or third transaction between the 
same vendor and purchaser in relation to different parts of the 
same estate, the parties could under the present system ac- 
complish their business in four days. A note of any special 
certificate is to be entered upon the Record of Title, and also 
in the Registry of Incumbrances. The granting of such a 
certificate will, we presume, operate as a kind of distringas 
upon the estate for the fourteen days next after. the date of it. 
Neither the Registrar nor any other person can make any 
alteration in the registry during that time. And to enable 
landowners to avail themselves of the statutory power of 
selling their estates when registered, it will be necessary to 
obtain a special land certificate. The 8lst section certainly 
provides that every land certificate shall be evidence of the 
several matters therein contained; but if a man were to rely 
upon this, and to purchase land which was not offered to him 
upon and by a special certificate, he might find that the evi- 
dence of the simple land certificate was not final and conclusiver 
and might be defrauded by the subsequent application for and 
sale upon a special certificate, which, for anything in these 
sections as we read them, might be obtained by a registered 
landowner behind a purchaser’s back, upon request simply; 
and which, when obtained, would give to a purchaser of it, an 
estate guaranteed by final and conclusive evidence of title. 
The 82nd section seems to apply either to a simple or a special 
certificate, and enables the owner described therein effectually 
to convey or charge the property comprised in it by indorse- 
ment thereon according to the forms prescribed in the schedule 
to the Bill. This section seems to suggest a doubt whether 
there is any substantial difference between the validity of a 
simple and that of a special certificate. If sales were fraud- 
ulently made of both, there might, in our impression, be 
an opportunity of fraud which would not exist under the pre- 
sent system, for no private muniments of title are expressly 
made conclusive evidence of title by Act of Parliament, whereas 
éither species of certificate has, to a certain extent, a sanction 
of that kind, by Lord Westbury’s Bill. If fraud were at- 
tempted, it would have to be perpetrated by two transactions 
on the same or upon successive days, inasmuch as every con- 
veyance of registered land, or of any interest therein by statu- 
tory form, either in a separate document or by endorsement on 
a land certificate, is to be executed in duplicate by the regis- 
tered proprietor or vendor, and such duplicate is to be sent to 
and received by the Registrar within two days after the execution 
of the transfer. We must not forget, however that a fraudu- 
lent landowner, if he were determined to realize the benefit of 
this species of wrong doing, would not desire delay or investi- 
gation after either sale, and might effect both in a couple of 
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hours. We may remark, in relation to land certificates, that 
they are in theory merely a geographical and statistical index 
of a man’s ownership—the mutual rights and agreements of co- 
owners, if there be any, will be entered in the shape of a dry 
statement of the right, or the charge, or conditional estate. 
Every person interested will have only what the registry de- 
fines to be his, and if mankind continue to make almost every 
conceivable kind of contract in relation to these beneficiary in- 
terests in landed property, none of those contracts will be 
entered as such, but, having been made privately, it will appa- 
rently be necessary for the contracting parties and the Regis- 
trar together (the Court being always umpire if there be any 
difficulty on any question) to ascertain and define and enter up 
the exact rights or interests of such parties under these con- 
tracts. Y. Z. 


<> 
—_ 


The Courts. 


ASSIZES. 
Homey Crrcorr. 
MAIDSTONE. 
March 17.—The commission was opened in this town to- 





day by Lord Chief Justice Erle and Mr. Justice Wightman, | 


There were twenty-five causes entered for trial, five of which 
were marked for special juries. 





NorFo.k Crrcorr. 
CAMBRIDGE. 


March 1.—Mr. Baron Martin opened the commission in this 
city to-day. There was not a single cause entered for trial. 





COURT OF PROBATE AND DIVORCE. 

March 14.—In a case of Wheddon v. Wheddon, in which a 
witness was committed for perjury, Sir C. Cresswell took occa- 
sion to express a hope that solicitors would be careful in the 
getting up of their cases for that court, for if he found any 
laxity in that respect he would exercise the power vested in 
him to deal with such parties as the circumstances connected 
with the case might demand, 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
K Before Mr. Commissioner GouLBuRN.) 

March 19.—In re James Dobre.—The bankrupt was a 
solicitor formerly of Highbury-crescent West, and late of 
Belmont-villas, » & prisoner for debt in the Queen’s 
Prison. Debts, £6,930; ditto secured, £11,276; against book 
debts, £1,130; property in the hands of creditors, £14,045. 

This was a meeting for examination and discharge, but it 
appearing that the accounts had not been filed in time, an ad- 
journment was necessary. 





(Before Mr. Commissioner HoLrorp.) 

March 18.—In re Wyatt.—The bankrupt was a solicitor, 
catrying on business Copthall-buildings, Throgmorton- 
street, He now applied for his release from custody: The 
prmah g had obtained £25 upon acheque. The cheque was 
paid, and the drawer considered that he had been defrauded 

it, 

Application refused. 





Business or tHE Court.—Since the new Bankruptcy Law 
came into operation the crowds of persons, debtors and credi- 
tors, having business before the Court have gradually become 
such as might well repay a visit from the Board of Health. 
To add to the inconvenience suffered by the public from want 
of sufficient space and accommodation, the business in Mr. 
Commissioner Fonblanque’s court has had to be adjourned from 
time to time in consequence of the illness of its learned Com- 
missioner, while that in Mr. Commissioner Evans's court has 
frequently been taken in a small private room at the top of the 
building, owing tothe very advanced age and somewhat enfeebled 
health of that learned Commissioner. The public are unwilling 
to complain of anything beyond the want of attention to their 








reasonable wants, and of the meanness evinced on the part of 
the Crown in not allowing at least a servant of 44 years’ stand- 
ing (as in Mr. Commissioner Fonblanque’s case) to retire on 
full pay, when both advanced age and ill-health render it 
physically impossible that he can discharge his judicial duties 
without great manifest pain to himself and considerable incon- 
venience to the persons having business in his court. Unless 
some means should be taken before the opening of the Inter- 
national Exhibition to impart greater order and dignity to the 
administration of justice between debtors and creditors than at 
present prevails in Basinghall-street, intelligent, curious, and 
censorious foreigners may be expected in May next *0 pay & 
visit here rather than to the Zoologieal-gardens. 





BOW STREET POLICE OFFICE. 

March 14.—Mr. Henry Gross, a solicitor, stated to have 
been formerly a member of the firm of Nixon & Cross, solicitors, 
of Lincoln’s-inn, was charged with obtaining £50, by false pre- 
tences, from Mrs. Mary Anne Roles. ; 

It appeared that Mrs. Roles was a widow, and about 35 years 
of age, and that the prisoner had for some time been paying 
attentions to her, and had engaged to marry her. She had a 
sum of £200 at interest, in the es of a 2 a substantial 
person, who paid her 4 per cent. for it. @ prisoner offered 
to invest it vith clients of the firm of Nixon & Cross, at the 
rate of 12} per cent.; and the prosecutrix, dazzled at the 

t of trebling her little income, consented to place out of 

money in that way as an experiment. She did this on the faith 
that she was entrusting her money in the hands of thefirm. She 
afterwards found, however, that all the prisoner's representations 
were altogether false. He was a married man, and in respect 
to this transaction, he had acted without the knowledge or 
authority of Mr. Nixon. ‘The alleged false pretence was the 

ntation that the money was received by the 

on behalf of the firm to advance to a client; whereas, in 
fact, it was received by the prisoner only and applied to his own 
uses. 

The prisoner, who reserved his defence, was committed for 

al. 


" 
— 





Parliament and Legislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, March 13.' 
Lunacy Reevutation BI. 

The Eart or Densy, reverting to the debate of Tuesday, 
on the Lunacy Bill, in the course of which the Lord Chancellor 
had asserted that no jury trial in lunacy could take place un- 
less on the demand of the alleged lunatic, cited several exam- 
ples to the contrary, and invited the noble and learned lord to 
favour the house with an explanation. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR declared that his opinion was sub- 
stantially correct, although there appeared to be a slight incon- 
sistency in the law. 

Tuesday, March 18, 
OFFICERS OF THE LATE INSOLVENT CouRT. 


Lord CHELMs¥FoRD called the attention of their lordships to 
the case of the clerks and officers of the late Insolvent Court, 
who had been transferred to the Court of Bankruptcy under 
the Act passed in the last Session of Parliament for amendin 
the law relating to bankruptcy and insolvency in England; 
who, he remarked, had been overlooked in the amendment of 
the saan? St deprived yf! great pore of the salaries due 
to them for their services. noble lord expressed an opinion 
either that the Lord Chancellor, who when Attorney-General 
was the framer of the measure, had neglected to supply himself 
with the information relating to the matter which was within 
his reach, or if he had obtained it, had neglected to avail him- 
self of it and thus caused a great injustice to be done. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR, in warm and excited terms, 
nounced the statement of Lord Chelmsford to be a malignant 
personal attack in which he had gone the length of charging 
him with falsehood. Quitting the personal part of the ques- 
tion, the noble and learned lord then observed that he had ascer- 
tained that the officials referred to were paid partly by salaries 
and partly by fees, but owing to the refusal of the of 
Commons to grant any compensation, he was unable to pro- 
vide it for them in the Act. When, however, he found the 
position in which they were placed, he consulted the law 
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officers of the Crown, who were ‘of opinion that they had no 
claim for compensation. He then proposed to refer the matter 
to a select committee of the House of Commons, to consider 
their undoubted moral and equitable claims, and he knew of 
no more effectual mode of proceeding; but if any other course 
could be suggested that would attain the object of doing justice 
to these persons, he should be willing to adopt it. 

The Earl of Dersy characterised the language of the Lord 
Chancellor as that which their lordships were unaccustomed to 
hear in that house, and which he believed was eqally uncom- 
mon in the other house of Parliament, and added that looking 
to the demeanour of the noble and learned lord, he must not be 
surprised if such a course of proceeding led to heat and irrita- 
tion. It was the duty of the Government, he thought, to bring 
in a bill to remedy that which was admitted on all hands to be 
& grievance. 

Earl GRANVILLE spoke in reproval of the tone adopted by 
Lord Chelmsford in referring to the part which the Lord Chan- 
cellor had taken in the preparation of the Bankruptcy and 
Insolvency Bill, 

After a few words from Earl Russet the subject dropped. 


Tuesday, March 18. 
Hapeas Corpus (CoLontzEs) BIL. 


The Duke of Newcast ez, in moving the second reading of 
this Bill, said the necessity for it had arisen in consequence of 
proceedings in the case of the fugitive slave Anderson, which 
excited a great deal of interest both in this coun and 
throughout the British Colonies. The fact of a writ having 
been issued by the Court of Queen’s Bench in this country to 
a colony in which a Court of Queen’s Bench already existed, 
created great excitement, and the right to issue such writs 
having been disputed, his attention was officially called to the 
question. The matter was referred to the law officers of the 
Crown, and with their assistance the present Bill had been 
draughted. It was then submitted for the consideration of the 
noble and learned lord on the woolsack, and afterwards for- 
warded to Canada, that it might be submitted to the local 
authorities. In their opinion the provisions of this Bill en- 
tirely met the difficulty, and he thought their lordships would 
not object to sanction a measure which simply provided that 
writs should not be sent from the Court of Queen’s Bench in 
this aad to any colony where a similar jurisdiction already 
existed. 

Lord CHELMSFORD did not oppose the second reading of 
the Bill, but suggested that it would be prudent to omit from 
the preamble the words relating to the single case to which the 
noble duke had referred, and to rest the legislation on gene- 
ral grounds only. 

The Lorp Cuancettor thought that it might be desirable 
to act upon this suggestion. 

The second reading was then agreed to, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, March 13. 
Tue Bankruptcy Act. 


"On the motion of Mr. Murray a return was ordered of the 
number of days in which the commissioners of the Court of 
Bankruptcy acting in London had sat in their courts since the 
3ist of October, 1861, to the 11th of March, 1862, and of the 
average duration of each sitting. 


Friday, March 14. 
CONSOLIDATION OF THE STATUTES, 


Sir F. Kexzy rose to call attention to the question of 
the consolidation of the statutes. In 1854 Lord Cranworth 
brought into existence the statute-law commission. That 
commission took the first real and effective steps towards the 
consolidation of the law of England. It was found that the 
whole of the forty volumes of the statute law, each volume con- 
taining 1000 closely-printed pages, consisted of between 40,000 
and 50,000 statutes ; and it was believed that these forty volumes 
might be reduced to about four, and the 40,000 statutes 
might be reduced to some 200 or 300 in number. To satisfy 
the government and the public that the work could be accom- 
plished, the first attempt was made on the criminal statutes, 
and the whole of the criminai law of England was consolidated 
and reduced into seven bills. But what had been effected 
with regard to the criminal law remained to be effected as to 
al] other branches of the law. The first step had been to put 
an end to 106 Acts of Parliament and to throw into seven 
statutes the consolidation of the criminal law. But the anomaly 








existed that if a Member of Parliament or a magistrate wished 

to possess the statutes, he would have to pay some forty 

guineas for forty-two volumes which contained 106 sta- 

tutes which had been repealed. The statute-law commis- 
sioners, with the aid of two gentlemen—Messrs. Wood and 

Reilly—had also prepared an analysis or an index to the 
statute law, beginning at 1858 and going back to 1800. It 
appeared that between this period—embracing twenty-three 

out of the forty volumes—6,887 Acts of Parliament had been 

passed. Of that number 3,371 were still wholly or partially in 
force, and 3,516, or more than half of them, had become waste 
paper. It was found that these twenty-three volumes could be 
reduced to three, which would comprise the whole operative and 
effective statute law of England from 1800 to the present time. 
One Act had been passed which repealed no less than 1000 
Acts of Parliament passed at various periods, rua 4 of which 
although not directly repealed, had become entirely obsolete, 
But the statute book still contained these forty-two volumes 
in extenso. For the consolidation of the remainder of the 
statutes, ninety bills were prepared at the instance of the sta- 
tute-law commission; and these bills, which referred to impor- 
tant subjects affecting the community, were almost ready 
to be laid on the table. It was with these bills he asked the 
Attorney-General to deal, and he wished to know whether it 
was the intention of the Government to proceed with them. If 
these were passed into law, the statute book would be reduced 
from forty-two volumes to about seven or eight. Instead of 
upwards of 40,000 statutes, of which 24,000 or 25,000. were of 
a public or general nature, there would be about 180 or 200 
Acts of Parliament; and all that remained would be’ only such 
that a board of competent lawyers, might easily, by following 
out the system, complete the expurgation and consolidation of 
the statute-book. 

The ATtoRNEY-GENERAL said he entirely agreed with his 
hon. and learned friend in what he had said as to the impor- 
tance of the expurgation and abridgment of the statute-book. 
He was happy to add that for the purpose of cotrying forward 
and finally accomplishing that most desirable work, persons of 
skill, and whose ability had been tested—he meant Mr. Wood 
and his colleague, Mr. Reilly—had been for some time past, 
busily and zealously, and he hadno doubt efficiently, continuing 
their labour, The two gentlemen named were proceeding 
vigorously with the execution of the work, and by their labours 
the expurgation had already been brought down to the reign of 
Edward III. They were at present in carrying on 
the work from the reign of Edward III, to the reign of 
Henry VIII.; and he had no doubt that before the end of the 
present session he should be able to bring in a bill accom- 
plishing the expurgation as far as the latter date, for these 
gentlemen had already completed their task to as late a period 
as the close of the reign of Henry VIL The result of their 
labours was that in the third volume of the statute book, which 
came down to the end of the reign of Henry VIL., the number 
of pages would be reduced from 1,092 to 269. It was not the 
intention of the Government to proceed with the consolidation 
bills which had been prepared under the direction of the late 
statute-law commissioners. They were produced merely as 
specimens, and not for the purpose of inviting Parliament to 
determine whether or not they ought to become part of the 
law. 

CONCENTRATION OF CoURTS. 

Mr. CowPErR moved for leave to introduce a bill to supply 
means towards defraying the expenses of providing courts of 
justice and offices belonging to the same out of the suitors’ 
fee fund of the Court of Chancery, in the hands of the Ac- 
countant-General. 

Mr. Lycon and Sir H. WitiovGHBY questioned the ex- 
pediency and propriety of devoting the fee fund to such a 


urpose. 
4 The CHANcLior of the Excuxquer said that the fund was 
legitimately applicable to tle erection and grouping of the 
courts on one site, which would be a measure of great im- 
provement. It would entail no charge upon the public, and 
would be conducive of considerable benefit in the administra- 
tion of justice. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Tuesday, March 18. 
Inns oF Court. 

Sir G. Bowyer moved for leave to bring in a bill for the 
better government of the Inns of Court. The bill proposed to 
give to members of the bar a vote in the election of masters of 
the bench, and to confer additional powers upon the benchers. 

Leave given. 
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Pending Measures of Regislation. 
Crercy Rewer. 


A bill has been introduced into the House of Commons by 
Mr. Bouverie and Mr. Edward Ellice for the relief of persons 
in holy orders of the United Church of England and Ireland 
declaring their dissent therefrom. It provides that persons in 
holy orders, and becoming dissenters, are to be exempt from 
ecclesiastical penalties. A declaration made by such persons 
is to be recorded at the quarter sessions, and the person making 
it is to transmit a copy to the bishop, who is to record it as 
sentence of deprivation and deposition; such declaration is 
also to be mies 1 as sentence of deprivation by the bishop of 
any other diocese in which the person making it holds preferment. 
The office or place is to be ipso facto vacant after the entry in 
the registry of the bishop, and the clerical rights and obliga- 
tions of the person declaring are to cease. 


> 
om 


Recent Decisions. 


COMMON LAW. 
Practice—Acrion on A JuDGMENT—CosTs. 
Jackson v. Everett, Q. B., 10 W. R. 294, 


The proper way of realizing the fruits of a judgment is to 
issue execution upon it; but if the judgment creditor pleases, 
he may have recourse to the roundabout method of making the 
judgment he has recovered—constituti g, a8 it does, a debt of 
record in which the debt, or demand, in respect of which the 
judgment was obtained, is merged—the ground of a fresh action. 
It is obvious, however, that such a course will seldom be pursued 
— with one of two objects. Either vexatiously to harass 
the defendant with litigation, or else to increase the costs which 
a successful plaintiff is entitled to receive from his opponent. 
As to an action on a judgment commenced with the first of these 
objects the law does not interfere; but in order effectually to dis- 
courage the proceeding when taken with a view to costs, the 
enactment 43 Geo. 3, c. 46, s. 4, provides that in all actions 
which shall be brought upon any judgment, recovered in any 
court in England or Ireland, the plaintiff shall not recover or 
be entitled to any costs of suit unless the Court (or a judge 
thereof), in which such action on the judgment shall be brought, 
shall otherwise order. 

On this provision, which appears definite and simple enough 
in its terms, a variety of points may be noticed. It has no 
application to judgments recovered in a Scottish, foreign, or 
colonial court, and it has been held to be confined to actions 
on judgments obtained by plaintifis, and not to include judg- 
ments for costs obtained by defendants (see Bennett v. Neele, 
14 East 343). On the other hand, it applies to an action ona 
judgment in an inferior court (as a borough court of record) on 
which the plaintiff might have issued execution by removing 
the judgment to one of the superior courts (see Hanmer v. White, 
12 M. & W. 519). As to a judgment obtained in one of the dis- 
trict county courts, no action lies on it, (Berkeley v. Elderkin, 1 
E. & B. 805) and, therefore, in considering the effect of the en- 
actment those courts need not be takenintoaccount, With re- 

to the rules by which the courts will be guided on an 
application for costs by a plaintiff in an action on a judgment, 
the most general one which can be laid down is that costs will 
be refused wherever, under the circumstances of the case, the 
plaintiff might have issued execution or have realised all he 
would be entitled to recover without having resource to a fresh 
action (see Wood vy. Silleto, 1 Chitt. 473). It has, however, been 
judicially remarked, that in dealing with this provision the 
Courts must be guided by the particular circumstances of the 
case, and not by any general practice (see, per Williams J., 
Slater v. Mackay, 8 C. B. 553). In the present case, a point is 
discussed which (as far as we know) has not previously arisen; 
and, indeed, could not well have occurred before the recent 
alteration which allows different counts for different causes ef 
action to be freely joined together in the same declaration, 
without reference to their being of the like, or of different 
natures. The declaration contained two counts; one on a 
judgment recovered by the plaintiff, the other for rent in arrear, 
on both of which the plaintiff succeeded. The Court held that 
this action was not within the provisions of the Act of Geo, 3, 
because it was not an action on a judgment simpliciter. This 
decision was, however, come to with some hesitation—the Court 
observing that the construction they put on the statute might 
lead to abuse. And it is easy to perceive what was in the 
mind of the Court; for the reason on which they ground their 











judgment would also @xclude from the operation of the Acta 
declaration in which .. groundless count was purposely in 

at the end of the count on the judgment for the very object of 
evading the statute. It is true that the defendant would in 
that case be entitled to deduct the costs of the issue raised on 
that count, and on which he would be successful, but it would 
be easy enongh so to manage that these should bear but a small 
proportion to the general costs of the cause. It certainly would 
work more substantial justice, if in such cases each count 
were treated as a distinct action for the purpose of the enact- 
ment in question. 


CRIMINAL LAW. 
Morper sy Maticrovs Neeiect or a Leeat Dorr. 
Reg. v. Shepherd, C. C. R., 10 W. R. 297. 


The books give several examples of the possibility of com- 
mitting the crime of murder by some act which eventuates in 
death, although no killing may be primarily intended—as in 
the exposure of a father by his son to the air against his will 
(Hawk. P. C. b. 1, c. 31, 8. 5); or of the woman who laid her 
child under leaves in an orchard where a kite struck and killed 
it (1 Halé P. C. 432); or of the parish officers who shifted a 
child from parish to parish till it died from want of care and 
sustenance ( Palm. 545). In all these cases, the persons charged 
were held to be guilty of murder, because they maliciously ne- 
glected a duty cast upon them by the law, in consequence of 
which death ensued. For by the municipal as well as natural 
law, a woman who exposes and deserts her infant child neglects 
a legal duty (a doctrine which has very recently been recog- 
nised and extended in 24 & 25 Vict. c. 100, s. 27), and the 
same is true of one who takes upon himself, and mali- 
ciously neglects, the charge of a sick person, though it may 
perhaps be doubtful whether the fact of the relationship of son 
and father existing between them is material, if the son be 
grown up and able to provide for himself. So also in the third 
case, the law throws upon the parish officers the duty of pro- 
viding for a child with no other protector or means; and hence 
in all these cases if death ensues by reason of the neglect of 
duty, it is murder, or, at the least manslaughter, if the circum- 
stances of the case be such as to rebut the presumption of 
malice. 

It was probably in reference to the decisions to which we 
have adverted and the doctrines on which they are founded, 
that, in the present case, the prisoner was indicted for murder. 
It appeared by the evidence that she had, in fact, caused the 
death of her daughter by neglecting to obtain for her the ser- 
vices of n midwife—the daughter being unmarried and, at the 
time of her labour, residing with the prisoner and her husband. 
The Court, however, held that no legal duty lay upon the pri- 
soner under such circumstances to provide or to endeavour to 
provide proper assistance for her daughter; and that though, 
no doubé, morally guilty of a great crime, she had not been 
guilty of a crime punishable by the courts of this country. If 
she had been the cause of the deceased requiring the midwife, 
or had been furnished with funds to procure one, and had in 
either case neglected to do so, the case would have been diffe- 
rent; because then a legal duty would have been thrown on 
her, and if death ensued in conseqence of her malicious neglect . 
to perform it, it would have been murder. 


<i 
> 


Correspondence, 


Dexp STAMPS IN THE COLONIES. 

Are conveyances and mortgages of estates in the Island of 
Grenada, and other of our West India colonies, liable to any 
and which of the stamp duties,imposed by the Imperial Legis 
lature, such conveyances and mortgages being made and exe- 
cuted in England ? 

It is broadly laid down in Mr. Tilsley’s Treatise on the 
Stamp Laws (2nd Edition, page 279 and following pages), that 
such assurances are liable to the ad valorem aud other duties 
imposed by our Stamp Acts. He refers to the Act of 1&2 
Geo. 4, c. 55, as establishing his position. 

I have always understood that an English Act of Parlia- 
ment, repere | — it is for fiscal oe the . 
affect any pecan seme Fre neem, the government 
the oar ular colony to which it is to it. 

e Act of 18 Geo. 3, c. 12, declares that Imperial 
Legislature will not thenceforth impose any duty, tax, or assess- 
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ment, payable in any of the colonies, provinces, and plantations 
in the West Indies. 

This Act was passed for the protection of the colonies at a 
very important period of our history, viz., at the time of the 
quarrel between England and her North American colonies, and 
is immediately followed in the Statute Book by an Act to ad. 
point commissioners for quieting the colonial quarrel with the 
then North American colonies. Ido not find the Act noticed in 
any of our Stamp Acts, but I cannot therefore suppose that it 
is to be considered as repealed or become obsolete. I believe 
none of our Acts, since the 18th Geo. 3, have attempted to 
impose taxes on the colonies. 

_ As far as I have been enabled to examine our Stamp Acts, 
it seems clear to me that they are intended to affect property 
in the United Kingdom, and not property in the colonies, 

In Mr. Howard’s book on the Laws of the British Colonies 
(published by Butterworth in 1827), I find it laid down in the 
introduction (Volume I, page 11) that neither the English 
Statute nor common law applies to Grenada and other colo- 
nies, except in those cases in which it has been especially ex- 
tended to them. 

I should think it very improbable that any of our colonies 
have accepted the English stamp laws, though by the Royal 
proclamation of the 7th of October, 1763, certain of the 
colonies declared that they considered themselves governed by 
the common law, and all English statutes passed prior to that 
time “ which are applicable to the situation and condition of 
the inhabitants of those colonies;” but I presume no one would 
contend that this would amount to an acceptance of a stamp 
duty. The Act, however, of 18 Geo. 3, c. 12, is subsequent to 
the proclamation. 

The case of Wright v. The Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue (11 Exch. Rep., p. 458) appears to me not to 
settle the question, for it applies to a new colony, and not to 
one in which the Imperial Acts are not binding, unless 
accepted by the Island government. It is to be remarked that 
neither by the Bar nor by the Court was the overruling Act of 
18 Geo. 3 alluded to. 

. . The Stamp Office, in effect, says that the liability to stamp 

duty depends on the place where the deed is executed, which 
seems to me to be a great mistake. A conveyance or mortgage 
of estates in France cannot be said to become liable to the 
English stamp laws by being executed in England, nor can a 
conveyance or mortgage of estates in England be exonerated 
from our stamp laws by being executed in France. In rogis- 
tering @ conveyance or mortgage of estates in the colony, the 
register office of the colony does not require it to bear the 
English stamp duty. 

I shall be thankful to any of your correspondents who may 
have experience in dealing with property in Grenada to give 
me the benefit of such experience—namely, whether deeds 
affecting estates in that island are liable to the same stamp 
duties as deeds of the same description affecting estates in 
England. A Soricitor. 





Stusss SECUNDUS. 


So it appears that there is no iaw of debtor and creditor, 
and that the recovery of debts is not—as the promoter of the 
new Stubbs’ office elegantly expresses it—‘ a matter of advis- 
ing.” Any body, it is said, can collect debts, and therefore 
attorneys should undertake to recover them for a broker’s com- 
mission. If the new company, constituted under an Act which 
its promoter used to call “ the Rogues’ Charter,” is to confine its 
operations to the mere collection of debts, it implies rather a de- 
gredation of the office of an attorney ; but if itintends to include 
their recovery by process of law, it is the most scandalous, and 
I suspect, illegal invasion of the rights of our body that has 
ever been attempted, The entire scheme bears the marks of 
its origin, and is worthy of it. T. W. 





UNPROFESSIONAL ADVOCATES. 

Referring to your first leading article in the Solicitors’ 
Journal of the 1st instant, and to the letter of your correspon- 
dent J. A. A, in the following number, allow me to call your 
attention to the fact of the magistrates permitting a Mr. 
-, of the now notorious “ Stubbs’ Trade Protection 
Society,” to appear before them in the capacity of a quasi- 
advocate. 

I cordially concur in everything that has been said against 
non-professional men being permitted to take upon themselves 
the duties of advocates, and am astonished that gentlemen 





holding the office of magistrates should so permit the law to 





be broken before their face, and the provisions of the statutes 

of 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, s. 2, and 23 & 24 Vict. c. 127, 8. 26 to 

be contravened, A. H. H. 
March 18th, 1862. 





Very Concise CONVEYANCING IN YORKSHIRE. 

I knew that brevity was the soul of wit, and I have dis- 
covered one locality where it is the body of conveyancing. At 
atime when numerous absurd efforts are being made to get 
the law of real property into a nut-shell, it may be inter- 
resting that I should publish the most simple plan of convey- 
ancing which I have ever met. It is far ahead of all “con- 


cise conveyancing” yet introduced or dreamt of by the most 


uncompromising law reformers: it does without all law books 
and law men; it needs no parchment, but subscribes practi- 
cally to the teaching of that sceptical character in Shakespeare 
who, irreverently speaking of parchment as the skins of sheep 
and calves, says— 
“ Verily and so are they sheep and calves 
Who do put their trust therein.” 

The only instrument used for conveying real property in 
the locality referred to, isa simple receipt for the purchase- 
money, which, in general, lacks the stamp. Neither is the 
system confined to small matters, for I have known hundreds 
of pounds change hands on this kind of security. Some time 
since a purchaser of some houses for £300 applied to me to 

repare “the writings.” At his urgent request, I named £4 

or £5 as the probable cost; but having reason to think that 
the epenty had been built on “the lord’s waste,” I got my 
client’s leave to ask the steward as to the title. 

The steward denied all title, and said the vendor was paying 
yearly acknowledgments as a trespasser. The purchaser was 
informed of this by me, and cautioned, but he chuckled, I do 
not doubt, at keeping clear of “ writings” and of all costs, 
and the next time I happened to meet him, all was, as he 
called it, ‘* sattled.” No long abstract and tedious points and 
requisitions; no evidences to hunt up or declarations to be 
made: “he did’nt mind,” he said, “ Hteving ony law about it— 
he'd paid his money and getten ’t resate, and what mare could 
h’ want?” The purchase was completed! Iwas struck with 
amazement at the time, for I knew this man who had so confi- 
dently parted with the hoarding of years, would have haggled 
a day for an extra five shillings out of an old cow. Since that 
time, however, I find that this concise conveyancing is not only 
peculiar, but prevalent, in the district. I need scarcely say 
that a Yorkshireman, once in possession, is very difficult to 
oust, and this may account for his relying upon the strength of 
his arm rather than the length of his documents. 

Probably this Yorkshire system may commend itself to our 
law reformers, whose remedies, so far, are worse than the dis- 
ease they seck to grapple with; and should any of your readers 
have fallen in with a method which is shorter and freer of 
legal technicalities than this which I introduce to their notice, 
I shall, as an admirer of brevity, feel obliged by its being com- 
municated. Joun Nixon. 

Hurworth-on-Tees, March 18. 

P.S.—This system is altogether so absurd, that I cannot re- 
frain from adding in a few words the only Work on Convey- 
ancing required in this district. 

Precedent in Conveyancing, with Notes.* 

Received Ist of April 1862 by me William Waddles of 
Tommy Trueman £350 for some Housen hodden by Jenny 
Jones, Humphrey Binks and a Bakkus by Betty Bluefire, 

Sattled W Waddles his x. 

* The only “notes” required are those indicated by the 
figures 350 in the precedent. Should these not be forthcoming, 
the reader may rest assured that the said W. W., as a shrewd 
Yorkshireman, will keep tight hold of the “ housen” afore- 
said. 

Stamp Act,—This has no application to this district, unless 
the parties to the instrument have, as sometimes happens, a 
taste for pictures, in which cases they have been known to 
affix the usual penny likeness of her Majesty. 

Remarks.—The author of this Handy Book of Yorkshire 
Conveyancing cannot bring his labours to a close without 
felicitating himself on the fact, that at a time when the legal 
profession are striving to improve their deeds it has fallen to 
his lot to discover amongst a primitive people, and to make 
known for the benefit of generations yet unborn, so beautiful 
and very simple a mode of transferring real estate. How im- 
measurably superior is this spontaneous growth of rusticity to 
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those numerous and absurd schemes which scientific lawyers 
are urging the Legislature to adopt! That it is effective is best 
attested by its being relied upon. The author flatters himself 
that his work must for ever hereafter be regarded by the least 
industrious law students as a model of law writing; and the 
veriest tyro can scarcely fail to remark the great difference— 
at least in point of size—which this succinct method presents 
when compared with that ‘“‘ Sweet” but not short edition of 
Bythewood’s Conveyancing, of which nine vols. have already ap- 
peared, and the conclusion—f it is to have one—not being all 
ready, hasn’t. 


TENANT From Year TO YEAR.—NorICE TO Quit. 

There can be no doubt that the tenant is entitled to retain 
possession during the whole of his term. The term does not 
expire until the last minute (twelve o'clock p.m.) of the 25th 
of March, and the landlord is not entitled to eater until that 
time, and if he do so without the sanction of the tenant, he 
would be a trespasser. 

See Acklond v. Lutley, 9 A. & E. 879; Gourt v. Lowndes, 5 
Jur. 458; Poole v. Warren 8 A. & E, 587; and see also Mr. 
W. R, Cole’s excellent work on the Law of Ejectments, p. hg 

S. L. 


13 & 14 Vier. c. 97—Stamp on SEPARATE COVENANTS TO 
PRODUCE. 

The 13 & 14 Vict. c. 97, provides that “any separate deed 
of covenant made on the sale or mortgage of any freehold,” 
&c. (“the same not being a deed chargeable with ad valorem 
duty,” &c.), for the conveyance, &c., ‘‘or for the production of 
the title deeds relating thereto.” 

“Where the ad valorem duty on the purchase-money ” “ shall 
not exceed the sum of 10s.,” shall be subject to a duty equal to 
the amount of such ad valorem duty. And where the same 
as ours that amount to 10s.”—(See Schedule). 

rideaux, in his Conveyancing (2nd Ed. 66, quotin 
the above, observes— "A — : . 

“Tt is understood that a separate covenant, entered into by 
one purchaser with another for the production of deeds on the 
sale of an estate, subject to a stipulation that the deeds should 
be delivered over to the largest purchaser, on his entering into 
a covenant for their production with the other purchaser, would 
require a deed stamp of £1 15s.” 

At a recent sale of property in several lots, the contract 
with the purchaser of each lot provides that the purchaser of 
the largest lot shall have the deeds, and that he shall covenant 
for production to the purchasers of the smailer lots. 

I should have supposed that the Legislature had specially in 
view cases similar to the above, separate covenants being 
usually taken where economy is not an object; and the rights 
to sucha covenant being claimed on a sale from and through 
the vendors, and not from any privity of contract between the 
two purchasers. 

Would any of your readers oblige me with the reference to 
any decision on the point, or inform me whether the construc: 
tion in Prideaux is accepted and acted upon by any of the 
profession. K. 





Tue Law Srupents Course oF Stupy. 


In the last number of the Solicitors’ Journal you were kind 
enough to give a list of books which, carefully studied, would 
enable an articled clerk to pass his examination with credit. 

You will be doing a great service to those who have time and 
inclination for further study if you will point out a few books 
which may be read with most feta = 

5, sais Liverpool, AN ARTICLED CLERK. 

19. 


te 


I quite agree with your concluding remarks to An Articled 
Clerk in your last week’s journal. After a foundation has been 
well formed by the careful study of one or two standard 
works upon the different branches of law, nothing can be 
more valuable to us than the regular perusal of the decisions 
as they weekly appear before us in your excellent reports, und 
by going through them as they come out, we accomplish, 
with little or no labour, that which, if delayed, we shall find 
to be a most laborious task. The plan I have adopted, and 
which practice strongly commends, is this:—I have taken 
Harrison’s “Index of Cases,” and, since it came out, Mr \ 
Serjeant Petersdorff’s “ Practical, Common, and Statute Law 
Abridgment ” (new ed.). These I have had interleaved, and by 
reading the notes upon the various subjects, and then entering 





up the reports as they have come out, not only have I lodged 
in my mind the recent reports, but have made for myself a 
work than which none can be more valuable. And in 
searching for decisions upon any subject, a great amount of 
time and labour is saved. A Law Srupenr7, 

*.* We have received several letters relating to the list of 
books—and generally to the course of study, recommended 
by us last week to“ An Articled Clerk.” One correspondent 
expresses his surprise that we should not have recommended 
“Hunter’s Suit in Equity” (Butterworths) in preference to 
“ Smith’s Manual.” We can only say that the task set to us 
by “ An Articled Clerk” was much more difficult and embar- 
rassing than it might at first sight appear. There are so many 
good books now-a-days especially intended for the assistance 
of law students that any attempt by us at choosing must seem 
invidious. We were required to name the fewest possible books 
to enable any person to obtain admission as a solicitor, and 
under the head of Equity Mr. Hunter’s excellent manual was 
the first book that occurred to our minds:—certainly no 
more valuable assistance can be obtained by any law 
student than he may here find. Our plan, however, 
was to name one book for principles, and the other for prac- 
tice, in the two great departments of Law and Equity, and 
the book in question was therefore excluded. We are now 
asked to recommend a few works for those who may 
be disposed to pursue their studies a little beyond the 
limit prescribed by our correspondent of last week; and we 
do so, assuming that our readers have already gone 
over the ground which we then marked out. In addition to 
the books already mentioned, we consider that the following 
will be sufficient for any student, to enable him to pass his 
final examination, not only with credit but distinction. 

Equity.— 

Hunter’s Suit in Equity. 

Mitford, on Pleading, last edition, chapter 1. 

Fry, on Specific Performance, preliminary chapter and 
chapter i., together with a cursory perusal of part iii. 
of the same work. 

Common Law. 
Kerr’s Action at Law, 3rd Edition. 
Precedents of Pleading by Bullen and Leake, 
Real Property. 
Tudor’s Leading Cases on Real Property, &c. 
Alexander v Alexander, 299. 
Jones vy Westcombe, 705. 
Shelley's case, 448. 

Students who are likely to be much engaged in shipping or 
mercantile cases cannot do better than select such of 
Tudor’s Leading Cases on Mercantile and Maritime Law as 
may be most likely to be useful. 


2 
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The Provinces. 


ae 


LrverPoot.—March,: 14: In re John Holden ¢ Son.— 
B Act, 1861, sect. 93.—The Commissioner: de- 
livered judgment in the matter of J. G. Holden, who, 
with his fath i as an attorney in Li 1. 

olden, Mr. Pem- 


er, Pp 

His Honour said:—In this case of J. G. 

berton made an application yesterday, on behalf of a cre- 
ditor, to dismiss the petition, which had been filed by the 
bankrupt on the ground that the statement of debts and lia- 
bilities filed by him in pursuance of the provisions of the 93rd 
section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, was not “the full, true, 
and accurate statement” required by that section. This con- 
tention of Mr. Pemberton is supported by the facts elicited upon 
the examination of the bankrupt, who states that he compiled 
his statement from that filed under the petition of his father 
which he assumed to be correct, notwithstanding that it had 
been shown to be erroneous in regard to the statement of the 
consideration for the debts. The bankrupt admitted also that 
he had heard it stated that there were creditors omitted from 
the accounts filed by his father. He further admitted that a 
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debt of £24, due to a loan society, had been omitted from his 
own statement, and that there were also several omissions of 
sums under £5; and when pressed to state the amount of debts 
and liabilities omitted, he would not undertake to swear that 
there was not £500 more owing than was therein represented. 
Mr. Wilson appeared as attorney for the bankrupt, and applied 
for leave to amend the statement, alleging also, as a difficulty 
in the way of dismissing the petition, that since it was 
presented an order had been made by this Court, direct- 
ing that all separate proceedings under such petition should 
be stayed. Mr. Bartlett, who appeared for the assignees, 
resisted the dismissal of the petition. In this state of things 
I have to consider what is the course most likely to benefit the 
estate, and also how far it is now competent to the Court to 
dissever this second petition from the first, the 98th section 
enacting that this second petition “shall be annexed to and 
form part” of the first’ Entertaining, then, at least grave 
doubts as to this last question, and considering that the 
estate will not be benefited by the dismissal of the petition 
presented by the bankrupt, I think that I ought to assent to 
the application of Mr. Wilson for leave to amend the statement. 
In arriving at this conclusion I do not at all intend to prejudice 
any question of the like nature which may arise upon a _peti- 
tion presented by a bankrupt not in partnership, or to express 
my approbation of such a course of loose swearing as has been 
adopted in the present case. If Mr. J. G. Holden was not 
enabled te make out a more accurate account in the short 
space of time allowed by the orders, he might have applied for 
more ‘extended time, or he might have waited until some 
creditor should have thought fit to make him a bankrupt, in 
which case he would not have been obliged to file a statement 
of debts and liabilities, but only a statement of accounts pre- 
paratory to his last examination. 
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Scotland. 


It is stated that Lord Ivory has resigned his gown as one of 
the Lords Commissioners of Justiciary, to which he was ap- 
pointed in 1849, in room of Lord Medwyn, who at that date 
retired from the Justiciary Court. Lord Ivory was the senior 
jodge in the Justiciary Court, as he is still in the Court of 
Session, in which he took his seat in 1840, nine years before 
he received his commission for the High Court. It is ramoured 
that Lord Jerviswoode, who has had much experience in cri- 
minal cases, will succeed Lord Ivory. 


In a somewhat curious case in which Mr. Neil John Mac 
Gillivray claimed to be served heir to a landed estate in Inver- 
ness-shire, on the ground that he was the nearest of kin to the 
deceased, who was a member of the clan Chattan, to which, 
by the titles of the estate, the destination was restricted, the 
Court of Session has, by a unanimous decision of the First 
Division, set aside the alleged rights of clanship. The Lord 
President and Lord Ivory were of opinion that there was 
nothing tangible in the claim of the pursuer to exclude the 
heir-at-law. Lord Curriehill held that while clanship was, 
even in the reign of James VI. (of Scotland), an institution 
recognised by law, the statutes passed in the reigns of George I. 
and George II. which set forth that the obligations and services 
of clanship were inconsistent with the allegiance of the subject, 
and the cessation of the usages of clanship which followed, had 
put an end to it, and therefore the destination of the property 
to members of the clan Chattan was no longer operative. 
Lord Deas had no doubt that the condition of clanship re- 
maired in the investiture, and was quite distinct; still it was 
not a condition which the law could ise and give effect 
to. They could find no definition sufficient for judicial pur- 

oses of what a clan was, and, so far as its alleged privileges 

and duties were concerned, these had now ceased to operate or 

exist. It is said that the case will probably be appealed to 
House of Lords. 
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Foreign Tribunals and Jurisprudence. 





PRUSSIA. 

Before the dissolution of the Prussian Parliament a bill was 
b-ought in by Deputy Mellin to limit the scope of court-mar- 
tid ion in time of peace to crimes and offences of a 
m litary character. Four ordinary crimes and offences and 
for Injurien-sachen (insults, &c.) military men were to be sub- 








| ject to the ordinary laws and tribunals. This measure, cer- 
tainly greatly needed in Prussia if civilians are there to be 
protected against military brutality, was probably suggested by 
the various outrages committed by Prussian officers within the 
last year. 

AMERICA. 

Mr. Jefferson Davis, in his late message, invites the attention 
of the Southern Congress to the duty of organising a Supreme 
Court of the Confederate States, in accordance with the man- 
date of the constitution. 
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Rebiew. 





A Summary of the Law and Practice relating to Attorneys 
General and Special ; and the Offices and Appointments 
usually held by them ; their several qualifications and legiti- 
mate province, rights, duties, privileges, &c., and the Law of 
Costs as between Party and Party, and cay | and Client. 
By ALEXANDER PULLING, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Bar- 
rister-at-Law. 3rd Edition. Stevens, Sons, & Haynes. 
1862. 

A text writer does for a branch or wide topic of law, which 
he is the first to treat asa whole, what a geographer accom- 
plishes for a newly-discovered country—and even something 
more, for he not only makes a map of the new territory, but 
gives an account of its more prominent features, and even it 
minute peculiarities, Until a comprehensive head of laws 
becomes the subject of a separate work, its outlines are gene- 
rally indistinct, and the authorities relating to it more 
than usually conflicting, and therefore very difficult of ascer- 
tainment. A good text-book will, at all events, marshall the 
reported cases side by side, grouping them according to some 
well-considered plan, the result of which is generally to bring 
more or less order out of confusion. It is not easy, however, 
especially in a first attempt, to accomplish all this with any 
degree of completeness. As the work proceeds, the author 
begins to see that if he had greater knowledge when he com- 
menced he might have laid down a more logical or conve- 
nient scheme—that he has developed some portions unduly—or 
omitted to treat particular topics according to their natural con- 
nection. There is, therefore, always a fair excuse when we find 
the first edition of any law book characterised by these defects; 
but the same apology will hardly be admitted in the case of 
subsequent editions. Where the original plan is faulty, the 
defects are not likely to be made good by trifling additions or 
alterations. 

As patches, set upon a little breach, 
Discredit more in hiding of the fault 
Thaw did the fault before it was so patched— 
So these attempts to cover over the faults of the original struc- 
ture only have the effect of calling the attention to what might 
otherwise escape observation; and the result, upon the whole, 
is as little satisfactory to the author as to those for whose in- 
struction he writes. When Mr. Pulling originally selected his 
subject, some well-written work relating to it was certainly 

a desideratum, and that it has remained so, notwithstanding 

what he has done, we cannot help considering. Having said 

so much, we are bound, of course, to adduce proofs of the 
want of anything like scientific arrangement or complete- 
ness in the treatise before us, and we now proceed to do so. 

It is certainly a serious fault when important sub-divisions 
of a subject, each of which would require, at least, a chapter 
for itself, are disposed of in so many paragraphs pl at 
random, and introduced in an unduly subordinate manner; and 
this is what Mr. Pulling has done. Let us take, for example, 
the important head of “ Purchase from Client,” on which there 
have been, especially of late years, numerous very noteworthy 
decisi questionably sufficient, both from the’ practical 
importance of the topic and the number of the authorities, to 
require a separate chapter. Upon turning to the index we 
find for this head a single reference (p. 411), where it is dis- 
posed of in less than twelve lines, referring to only five cases, 
and not even attempting to give anything like sn account of 
the principles upon which the doctrines of courts of Equity 
applicable to such cases are founded. No doubt some of the 
cases which he has not here cited (although they properly 
belong to this head) may be discovered by diligent search 
elsewhere in the volume, but others of weight and authority 
are not to be found at all. 

The extensive head of “Gifts to Solicitors” is not even 80 
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much as mentioned in the index, although Holman v. Loynes, 
4 De G. M. & G. 270, is cited among the five cases to which 
we have already referred, and Tomson v. Judge 3 Drew. 306, 
3 W. R. 561, is afterwards noticed. This important head is 
dealt with in less than two lines, thus:—* Gifts without any 
apparent consideration will generally be objected to on this 
ground.” What ground is by no means clear, but we assume 
it to be undue influence. Now, in reference to this proposi- 
tion, it may be observed that a gift implies, in the language of 
lawyers, the absence of consideration; and as to gifts being 
* generally objected to,” it has been laid down over and over 
again that a gift by deed from a client to an attorney will 
p. o be set aside. The rule with respect to such gifts is uni- 
versal and absolute, while that which applies to purchases or 
mortgages is subject to numerous modifications. Our author 
might have done good service by grouping together all the 
cases relating to gifts, and reconciling the absoluteness of the 
rule with instances which might appear at first sight to be 
exceptions to it. In nearly every one of these the contention 
has been, not to impeach the rule itself, but to show that the 
relation of solicitor and client either had never existed, or was 
discontinued, or was confined to some particular matter, or did 
not exist in hdc re, or that the transaction, although originally 
voidable, became valid by reason of subsequent confirmation. 
Amongst the more important modern decisions relating to 
purchases or mortgages and gifts from clients, which are wholly 
omitted in the work before us, we may mention Davis v. 
Abraham, 5 W. R. 465; Stump v. Gaby, 2 De G. M. & G. 623; 
Denton v. Donner, 23 Beav. 285; Morgan v. Higgins, 7 W. R. 
278; Barnard v. Hunter, 5 W.R. 94: Spencer v. Topham, 2 Jur. 
N. S. 865; Lord Clanrickarde v. Henning, 9 W. R. (M. RB.) 94; 
Davis v. Parry, 4 Jur. N.S. (V.C.S.) 431; and Hooper v. 
Cooke, 25 L. J. (Ch.) 467. King v. Savery is cited from 
1 Sma. & Gif. 276, and no intimation is given of the appeal to 
the House of Lords (Savery v. King, 4 W. R. 571), which was 
decided six years ago—Lord Cranworth’s judgment being an 
exhaustive and most valuable exposition of the principles of 
Equity applying to unfair or doubtful transactions of mortgage 
between solicitors and their clients, and of the terms in which 
relief is granted in such cases. 

Every solicitor has some general notion of the indisposition 
of courts of equity to allow him payment of any costs which 
may be due to him as a trustee or executor, in respect of 
business done by himself or a firm of which he is a member; 
yet, strange to say, the index gives us no clue whatever to any 
information upon these importaut points. The well-known 
leading case of New v. Jones, 1 Mac. & G. 668 n., is not to be 
found even in the table of cases; neither is Moore v. Frowd,* 
3 M. & Cr. 45, where Lord Cottenham adopts and esta- 
blishes the doctrine laid down by Lord Lyndhurst in New v. 
Jones. Amongst the cases wholly omitted are Bainbrigge v. 
Blair, 8 Beav. 588; Carmichael y. Wilson, 2 Molloy 557; Burge 
v. Brutton, 2 Hare 373 (saving the rights of the town agent); 
York y. Brown, 1 Coll. C. C. 260 (as to the language of the 
decree in such cases); Fraser v. Palmer, 4 Y. & C, Exch. 516 
(distinguishing employment aliunde in relation to the trust 
estates). 

The entire subject of champerty and maintenance is disposed 
of in three short paragraphs. We need only refer to Mr. W. 
J. Tapp’s excellent little volume upon this subject for the 
purpose of showing that Mr. Pulling has omitted a great deal 
that was indispensable, if he desired to give reliable in- 
formation on the existing state of the law, and that the few cases 
which he has cited have been selected in the most arbitrary 
manner—apparently just as they offered themselves at a cursory 
glance into one or two digests. We may mention that the 
most important decision on the law of champerty of recent 
times (Knight v. Bowyer, 6 W. R. 565) is not once cited 
throughout the entire work; while Simpson v. Lamb, 7 
Ell. & Bl. 84, a decision of hardly less importance, is not re- 
ferred to under its proper head of champerty, but thrown in 
elsewhere in the volume. We also miss Thomas v Lloyd 
(V.C.W.), 3 Jur. N. 8. 288, which is certainly a case of great 
practical value as applicable to such transactions. 

One of these cases reminds us of the vehement dis- 
cussions which have taken place within the past three or four 
years, relative to the authority of attorneys and solicitors to 
compromise actions and suits. Incidentally, the question was 





® Since the above was written we have found this case mentioned in a 
note, and cited from I Jur. 653, and also the names of some other recent 
decisions relating to this point. ‘The text also contains a few paragraphs 
purporting to give the general effect of the decisions, but making no 
=~ bor Regn 32] principles from them, or of distinguishing one case 





a good deal agitated in the well-known case of Swinfen v. 
Lord Chelmsford, and directly in the hardly less important . 
case of Fray v. Voules, 7 W.R. (Q. B.) 446. Brunsdon v 
Ellard, 7 W. R.(Q. B.) 581, also raised definitively, but not for 
the first time, the correlative question of the right of 
parties to compromise to the prejudice of the attorney’s lien. 
The decision in this case was in favour of such eg and in 
opposition not only to the leading cases of W.lch v. Hole, 
1 Doug. 237, and Reed v. Dee 6 T. R. 361, but also tothe 
decision of Sir J. Wigram, V.C., in White v. Pearce, 7 Hare 
276. These cases are no doubt afterwards referred to under the 
head of “ Lien,” but are not to be found where they ought to 
be; and any reader who desires to be informed of the doctrine 
of the courts in relation to compromises would certainly get 
but a very confused and inaccurate notion from what our 
author has written under this head. 

We must content ourselves with but one or two other in- 
stances in vindication of our criticism. Let ~ ieee ord d of 
“ Retainer,” to which Mr. Pulling appears to have devoted parti- 
cular attention, and which has been already treated at consider- 
able length in works upon common law practice. Mr. Pulling 
disposes of the authority of a feme covert to appoiit af 
attorney in less than six lines, under the head of “Retainer and 
Appointment ;” except that in a subsequent part of the volume, 
under the head of “ las of Costs,” he devotes about twice as 
much space to the same point. Any one relying upon these 
passages as giving them a fair account of the law, would be 
left wholly in ignorance of the rule of Courts of Equity that a 
married woman, in respect of her separate estate, may 
a solicitor and make such estate liable for the payment of his 
bill of costs. Murray v. Barlee, 3 My. & K. 209, is the prin- 
cipal case upon this point; and there Lord Chancellor Broughai 
leant towards the opinion that her obligation in respect of her 
separate estate might arise, not merely upon a written retainer, 
but even upon an implied undertaking. Re Pugh, 17 Beav. 336, 
appears to limit this rule to cases in which the proceedings re- 
late to the separate estate, but with this limitation adopts the 
doctrine in the former case. Murray v. Barlee, however, is 
to be found nowhere in this volume:—Re Pugh is cited 
as an authority for a proposition with which it has nothing to 
do, and other important cases, relating to retainer by married 
women, are entirely overlooked. The relations of attorneys 
to infant clients are disposed of in like manner in less than 
seven lines in the earlier part of the volume, We are told 
that “infants in a civil suit sue by their next friend or 
guardian,” but nothing is said as to a retainer by the 
guardian or next friend, or the infant’s rights upon his bpm 
of age to repudiate or confirm the suit. Upon this point 
rally the following cases ought to have been cited:—M: 

v. Mandeno, 1 Kay, App. II.; Dunn v. Dunn, 3 W. R. 199; 
Nalder v. Hawkins, 2 My. & K. 243. 

Althongh Mr. Pulling devotes a chapter to the of 
persons employed in vocations connected with attorneys—e. q. 
scriveners, house agents, &c.—he omits strangely enough to 
treat of that numerous class of transactions in w' attorneys 
themselves are mere agents and advisers in matters uncon- 
nected with litigation. For instance, some time ago, a pro- 
tracted’ and hard fought Chancery suit (Viney v. Chaplin, 
6 W. R. 302, on appeal 387) turned upon the simple question 
whether the solicitor of a vendor was, by virtue of his office, 
an agent for receiving the purchuse-money. We have looked 
in vain, in the work before us, for any trace of this case, or 
even of the point raised. Various other points also, relatin 
to the agency of solicitors (e.g., for the purpose of 
are altogether passed over. All that important class of cases 
in which the duties and ear So eee acting aa 
opposite parties—e. g., vendor and p , mortgagor’ 
mortgagee, and plaintiff and defendant —is passed yy 
silence. We cannot find that Wilkinson v. Candlish, 5 Exch. 
99; Kent vy. Thomas, 1 H. & N. 473; Vandeleur v. B 4 
6 Beav. 565; Wrout v. Dawes, 25 Beav. 369; Wall v. 
Cockerell, 8 W. R, 441; Hesse v. Briant, 6 De G. M. & G. 
623; or Ogilvie v. Jeaffreson, 8 W. R. 745—ail important 
cases relating to this head—are referred to anywhere through- 
eut the volume. 

We ought to mention that there is in fact a section compri- 
sing nearly thirty pages upon the duties of solicitors in matters 
not in litigation; but instead of being confined to what pro- 
perly belongs to this head a large portion of it is devoted tos 
curtailed exposition of the practice of conveyancing. Thus 
we have a good deal about the mode of examining abstracts, 
objections to title, forms aud terms of | and 80 
on, Upon the same principle of division it is evi- 
dent that this section might include the Practice of the 
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courts of all common law, equity, and bankruptcy, and other tri- 
bunals now too numerous to mention. What we complain of 
is, that there are numerous peculiarities in the relationship of 
a solicitor to his client in matters not in litigation, which 
ought to have been treated in this section, but are not to be 
found noticed anywhere throughout the entire work. 

The disabilities of solicitors as to securities taken by them 
for future costs is disposed of under its proper head by less 
than a line, and by a reference in a note to two cases, one of 
which (Tomson v. Judge) has nothing to do with the point. 
We are referred, however, to another part of the work where the 
same topic is treated inadistinct paragraph. It is curious that 
our author confines his attention to securities for fature costs. 
He disposes of the antecedent question of securities for costs 
that are due, whether ascertained or otherwise, in a single line 
incidentally introduced, which is only calculated to mislead 
the reader. He says that “the attorney cannot even make 
himself secure for his future costs by a bill, or note, or bond, 
or warrant of attorney, or bill of sale or mortgage, or deposit 
of title deeds, though such securities fur the costs already due 
are valid.” He makes no allusion to the distinction which has 
been suggestsd between securities given during the pendency 
of suits and otherwise, nor to the much vexed question, 
whether, notwithstanding the fact that the security was for 
costs actually incurred, it was always liable to be impeached 
and the solicitor compelled to prove the debt, independent of the 
security. Numerous cases relating to this point, amongst which 
may bementioned Horlockv. Smith,2 My. & Cr.510; Blagravev. 
Routh, 2 K. & J. 517, 5 W. R.95, and the much belaboured 
case of Morgan v. Evans, 3 Clk, & Fin. 159, may be men- 
tioned, are not even named by Mr. Pulling; nor does he refer 
to the important distinction which has always been taken in 
respect of the delivery or non-delivery of the bill of costs. 
We may mention, moreover, that it is doubtful whether Mr. 
Pulling is correct in saying that future costs cannot be secured 
by the bill or note of the client, as in Jeffreys v. Evans, 14 
M. & W. 210, in the Court of Common Pleas, the secu- 
rity was not invalidated by the fact that it included future 
costs. We can find no allusion anywhere to the question of 
securities for future payments or advances of money to or on 
behalf of the client—such as was raised in Uppington v. 
Bullen, 2 Dru. & War, 184; Parsons v. Spooner, 17 L. J. 
(Ch.) 155, and Pitcher v. Rigby, 9 Pri. 79. 

As the work before us may, however, have been intended 
rather for the use of those who are about to be adinitted into 
the profession than for actual practitioners, before we conclude 
we turn to the sections relating more especially to articled 
clerks; but even here we cannot congratulate our author upon 
the completeness or accuracy of his work, A little careful 
attention to the pages of the Weekly Reporter and other re- 
ports would have saved him at least from some important omis- 
sions. Thus, upon the question of the assignment of an 
articled clerk to a new master we ought to have some intima- 
tion of the decision in Ez parte Loyd Ellis, 7 W. R. (B. C.) 
61. Ez parte Bradford, 7 W. R. (Q. B.) 188, would be in- 
teresting to articled clerks with university degrees, Ez 
parte Fenton, 7 W. R. (Q. B.) 160, ought to have been supplied 
for the benefit of those who have had the misfortune of 
serving under unstamped articles. We could easily extend 
the list; but we think enough has been already said to 
show that the book before us is by no means faultless either 
in its general plan, or in its details. It is certainly not what 
the third edition of any book ought to be; and we hope that 
the suggestions which we have thrown out in no unfriendly 
spirit may induce the learned writer, who unquestionably is very 
competent to deal with the entire subject as it deserves, to re- 
construct his work and to elevate some topics which he now 
treats with only a passing allusion to the dignity of texts for 
seperate chapters. We recommend him, also, to take more 
pains in the enunciation of principles and in discriminating the 
essential differences of cases. ‘The subject which he has se- 
lected, no doubt, presents peculiar difficulties, involving, as it 
does, on the one hand numerous empirical questions relating to 
temporary and shifting practice, and on the other some doc- 
trines which owe: their origin to the minds of the subtlest 
lawyers, and are consistent rather with the theories of the un- 
real world of Equity than with right reason or common sense. 
Nearly all the cases involving the relations between solicitors 
and their clients belong to the latter category; and it may be 
doubted whether they ought not to form the subject of a se- 
parate work. Mr. Pulling has attempted more than this, and 
we think that his doing so has been the cause of much that we 
have found fault with. It cannot be denied that he has in- 
dustriously collected a considerable number of cases interesting 





to solicitors which are not to be found collected in any other 
work, and that his book contains a great deal of miscellaneous 
information which cannot be found elsewhere. He is well 
known as the author of a learned treatise on the Customs of the 
City of London, which was written probably when his profes- 
sional avocations allowed him more leisure for literary compo- 
sition. We only ask him if he can afford the time—whenever 
a new edition of his “ Law of Attorneys” may be forthcoming 
—to consider the suggestions which we have made, and to give 
them effect, if possible. 
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Public Companies. 


BILLS IN PARLIAMENT 
For THE ForMATION oF New Lines oF RaItwayY IN 
ENGLAND AND WALES. 


The preambles of the following Bills have been passed :— 


CromForD AND Hic Peak. 

HEREFORD, Ross, AND GLOUCESTER. 

Kingston AND FARDISLEY. 

LAUNCESTON AND SoutH Devon. 

LEEDs, BRADFORD, AND HaLirax JUNCTION. 
Lonpon, CHATHAM, AND Dover (Battersea line). 
NorWICH AND SPALDING. 

SPALDING AND Bow1n. 





MEETINGS. 
Scorrish NortH-Eastern RaILway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
14th instant, dividends of 15s. per cent. on the Aberdeen Or- 
dinary Stock, and £2 12s. 6d. per cent. on the Scottish Mid- 
land Stock, were declared for the past half year. 

SHROPSHIRE UNION. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
13th instant, a dividend at the rate of £2 7s. 6d. per cent., per 
annum was declared for the past half-year. 


2 
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Court Papers. 





Queen's Bench. 


Sittings at Nisi Prius, in Middlesex and London, before the Right Honour- 
able Sir ALEXANDER Epmunp Cocxsvurn, Bart., Lord Chief Justice of 
Her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench, in and afier Easter Term, 1862. 


In Term. 

Middlesex. | London. 
Ist sitting ..Wednesday..April 16 | Ist sitting....Friday ..... April 25 
2nd sitting ..Monday..... April 28 | 2nd sitting ....Friday.... May 2 
3rd sitting ..Monday..... May 5 

For undefended causes only. 
Arrer TERM. 

Middlesex. | London. 

Wednesday ..... ecccvece « May 14 | Saturday .......+006 coooe May 17 


The Court will sit at ten o'clock every vy ol 
Special Juries will be tried in London at the Sittings after Term. 





Common Pleas. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius, in Middlesex and London, before the it Hi 'e 
able Sir Wittiam Ente, Knt., Lord Chief Justice of her Mi Court 
of Common Pleas at Westminster, in and after Easter Term, 1862. 

In TERM. 
Middlesex. London. 

Wednesday ........+s008 - April 16 | Friday .........0 oecccee April 25 
Monday...sseseee eoseeee April 28 | Friday .....+++ eocecccecces May 2 
ArTer TERM. 

Middlesex. | London. 

Wednesday ......+++08 eos May 14 | Saturday ......se+eeee ooo May 17 


The Court will sit during and after term at ten o'clock. 

The causes in the list for each of the above sitting days in term, if not 
disposed of on those days, will be tried by adjournment on the days follow- 
ing each of such sitting days. 





Crchequer of Pleas. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius, in Middlesex and London, before the Right Honour- 
able Sir Frepexicx Potuock, Knt., Lord Chief Baron of Her Majesty's 
Court of Exchequer, in and after Easter Term, 1862, 

In Term. 
Middlesex. London. 
Ist Siting -eateenty .-deek 16 | Ist Sitting....Friday .... 25 
Y coco 


2nd Sitting. .Monda 1] 28 | 2nd Sitting....Friday...2+» 3 
Srd Sitting..Monday .....May 5 
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Arrer Texm. 


Middlesex. London. 
Wednesday. ....cessecsccoMay 14 | Saturday.....sceceseseeeeeMMay 17 
The Court will sit during and after term at ten o'clock. 
The Court will sit in Middlesex at Nisi Prius, in term, by adjournment 
from day to day, until the causes entered for the respective Middlesex 
sittings are disposed of, 


——-_—~>--- - 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 
BEAUMONT—On March 17, at 11, Walton- n-place, the wife of Joseph Beau- 


mont, Esq., of 
of G. E. Mead, Esq.. Solicitor, of a da Darhat-pace, Ch eye 
ee a daughter. 
MOON—On March 15, at Richmond, Surrey, the wife of Francis Moon, 
-» Solicitor, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGE. 
Bay a nt Jan. 16, at Geelong, Victoria, Joseph A. C. Helm, 
Esq., of Sandhurst, Barrister-at-Law, and Fellow of Jesus College, Cam- 
bridge, to Ellen Jane, daughter of the late Colonel Robert K. 
R.E., C,B., of Lee-grove, Kent, 


DEATHS. 
ARMSTRONG nd March 19, at 29, Chester-square, the wife of Robert 


Segnee Areatre Armstro +9 Q. 

BUC "ANAN—On ii March. 4, suddenly, at Edinburgh, Annabella, eldest 
da hter of William Buchanan, Esq., Advocate. 

COOTE—On March 16, Richard’ Holmes Coote, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, in 


his 78th Fae 
GOOD March 16, in the 15th year of his age, William Joseph, son 
of Joseph Goodeve, Esq., of Calcutta, Barrister-at-Law. 
oe March 18, "Sarah, Widow of James May, Esq., Solicitor, Bethnal- 
reen-road, in the 90th year of her in 
RONEY—On” Feb. 22, at George-town, erara, aged 51, James Edward 
Roney, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


Dawson, 


——_y—_—_ 
London Gazettes. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Fripay, March 14, 1862. 


Rixon, William, ———- Willsam Rixon, & Henry Anton, Attorneys and 
Solicitors, 38, Cannon-st, London (Rixon, Son, & Anton). March ll. By 
mutual consent. 


Steele, Adam Rivers, & Charles Constable, Attorneys and Solicitors, 44, 
Bloomsb soem, Middlesex (Steele & Constable). March 10. By 


effiluxion 
TurspayY, March 18, 1862. 
—_— James, James Russell Miller, & Edmund Stainton Day, Attorneys 
and Solicitors, 10, Philpot-lane, Eastcheap, London (Miller, Son, & Day). 
Mareh 14. By mutual consent. 


@Aindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Limitep in Bankaurtcr. 
ToxspaY, March 18, 1862. 
Geraldine Mining Company, Western Australia (Limited).—Commissioner 
Holroyd will, on April 2, at 2, proceed to settle the list of contributories 


of the compan 
"Sister (Couillard’s Patent) Fuel Company (Limited).—Commis- 
Hill will, on April 29, at 11, settle the list of contributories of 


the company. 

Protessional and General Loan and Discount Company (Limited).—Order 
to wind-up March 6, Same day William Poole, 3, Coleman-st.-bidgs, 
London, was appointed Official Liquidator. Creditors to prove their 
debts before Commissioner Evans, on April 3. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, March 14, 1862. 


Batt, Michael Rivers, Talbot-hotel, Bath-st, Bristol, Hotel-keeper. 
12. Sols King & Plummer, Bristol, 
Bingham, ena Liverpool, Merchant. April 26. 


May 
Sols Miller & Peel 


Budd, x ag gee # gr = peutic, and 54 Piccadilly, Middlesex, 
ame. May 1 Sol Guillaume, 14 George-st, Mansion-house 
cue, George, 29 James-terrace, Back-lane, Shadwell, Middlesex, 
Warehouseman. April 12. Sols Newbon, E Evans, Newbon, & Heritage, 
Charehil Benjamin’ Ploegh Hotel: Chet Ghelvesham, Hotel Keeper. April 21 
ote r. ° 
Sols Gwinnet & Ticehurst, Chelten r 


Dames, Charles Richard, eng oy Lambeth- -st, Li emigia Middle- 
sex, and Forest-house, West Ham Essex, Sugar Refiner. May Sol 
Henderson, 22 Leadenhall-st. 

“Tower Soymour-et, Midd Ar if Sock, Seiar-ty nak nf 

Lower x, Spinster. April 1 arrer, Ouvry, 
& Farrer, 66 Lincoln's inn-fields. . em 
Hargreaves, William, Wakefield, Gentleman. May 1. Sol Hargreaves, 


Mason, Mrs. Esther, Hollow Bank, Bowdon, Cheshire, Widow. April 30. 
Darbishire, & Co., Manchester. 
» Printer, Bookeeller & Stationer. June 1. 


Sols Bernard & rbridge. 
re tein, Myre be-st, Croydon, Surrey, Gentleman. May 31. 


“Thorpesalo, Yorkshire, Farmer. Feb 28, 1863. Sol 








Smith, John, Dearnley, Roch Grocer. May 1. Sols Clarke, Gray, 
& Wi Wosteedh Gn Limwtaste tem ldo, ant Standring, Rochdale. 


Turner, William, Cheddington, Buckinghamshire, Farmer. March 25. 
Sol Newton, Leighton Buzzard. 
Turspay, March 18, 1862. 
Bennion, Jobn, Radwood, Staffordshire, Farmer. March 31. Sols Slaney 


& Winstanley, Newcastle. 

Bertles, William, Mile-end, Cheshire, Gentleman. April 26. Sols Coppock 
& Oldham, Stockport. 

Chalon, Alfred Edward, El Retiro, Cam “hill, Ki Middlesex, 
Royal Academican. "March 28. Sol Hyde, 33 Ely-pl, 

Harrison, Edward, White Webb’s Farm, Enfield, Middlesex, Farmer. 
March 25. Sols Cole, Enfield, and Cavell, 5 Gray’s-inn-pl. 

Houlton, a Bloomfield-st, Paddington, Middlesex, M.D. May 2. 

Piggot, m 


Sol sford. 
McLauchlin, Charlotte, formerly of Hollington and late of Battle, Sussex, 
Mg . April 14. Sol Kell, Battle. 

Price, Stafford, formerly of Hendon House, Hendon, and 20 Bedford-st, 
Covent-garden, Middlesex, but late of 12 bo Sussex-gardens, 
Hyde-park, Esquire. April 30. Sols Miller & Sen, Resex Chambers, 
10 Duke-st, St. James's. 

Rodrigues, Isaac, formerly of Norton Folgate, but late of 4 U; 
pl, St. Pancras, Middlesex. May 1. Sols Murray, Son, & ening, Th 
Birchin-lane, London. 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Mi March 14, 1862. 
Harvey, Joseph, Lowdham Mill, Lowdham, Nottinghamshire, Cotton 
Throwster. wApril 19. Bradley , M. R. 
Levy, 5 8 139 Strand, dlesex, Widow. April 10. Lewis ». 
Levy, M 
Stewart, Robert, 13 Surrey-st, Strand, Surgeon. April 12. Jeffreys v. 
Stewart, V.C. Stuart. 
Turspayr, March 18, 1862. 
Biamire, William, La il Thackwood, Cumberland, Esq. April 


15. Young v. Young, M.R. 
Bowman, William, ‘lene, Cumberland, Farmer. April 24. Salkeld v. 


Peel, V.C. Stuart 
Harris, John, Vian’ ’s-hill, near Cardiff, Farmer. April 24. James 9, 
Mansfield, Barrio ty Stockwell, Stockwell, Surrey, Widow. April 12, 
Sanders, Thomas, Pepper-st, cheater, Builder. 
April 11. 
Wilson v. Bowen, 


Evans, V. 

Nichols v. nter, 

Conn. April 28. Owens ». Hunt , 
Stuart, V. C. 

Skidmore, John, +s ee Tipton, Staffordshire, Miner. 

Woodard, Maria, 116 Upper-st, Islington, Middlesex. April 10, Hunt». 

Woodard, M. R. 


Assignments for BeneGit of Creditors. 
TuxspaY, March 11, 1862. 


Hastwell, Robert, Nun-st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Feb 20. Sol 
Shipley, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

Reeve, Thomas Marshall, Norfolk, Ironmonger. March 8. Sols Winter 
& Son, Norwich. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Fripay, March 14, 1862, 

Barnes, Edward Stephen, New-st, Birmingham, Tailor & Draper. Feb 15. 
Conveyance. Reg March 10. 

Bates, William, 32 Beekford-row, Walworth, Surrey, Cheesemonger. Feb 
12, Assignment. Reg March 12. 

Bexnett, John, Portland, Grocer. March 7. Conveyance. Reg March 11. 

Blackwell, William Bennet, Birkenhead, Watchmaker. Feb 27. Com- 
position. Reg March | 

Bray, Milton, Bath-st, Clerkenwell, and Whitecross-st, gg Luke’s, Mid- 
dlesex, Grocer. Feb 15, ‘Assignment. March 1 

Cant, are cree" Williams, & Frokeriek Cant, iiigh ‘Holkers, Miser, 
Wholesale Shoe Manufacturers. March 8. Composition. Reg March 1“. 

r, Benjamin, Hey Mills, on "anime Cotton Spinner . 
Feb 14. Assignment. Reg March 

Dixon, George, 86 Aston-st, Loemeban, Tailor and Draper. March 3, 
Composition. Reg March 12. 

Dover, se ad Yeap Norwood, Surrey, Builder. Feb 12. Conveyance. 
Reg Marc! 

Flanders, Edward, Withernsea, oe Yorkshire, Bricklayer. March 
3. Conveyance. Reg March 12. 

Foster, Tobe, Se Streethouse Farm, near Tadcaster, Farmer, and James 
Banks, Selb Ye nt Reeteate em, a) ae ee Feb 12. 
PR amg ow eg March | 

Fewer harney, Dorks, Baker. Feb 12. Assignment. Reg 


Gining Jamas B Barry, Bristol, Attorney-at-Law. Feb 19. Conveyance, 

Hepworth, John, Paddock, 7 tems Scribbler and Spinner. Feb 18. 
composition. Reg March | 

ee og Co:.gieton, Silk _ on Feb 14. Conveyance. Reg 

aoe "Turtatopner, jun, hace Westmoreland, Butcher. Feb 19. 

Reg March . 


MeDonaly Roderick, a taco Draper. Feb 26. Conveyance. 
Meyer, Frederick, ee a, I Lapinm, , Surrey, Wax Bleacher, March 
ore eae York, Carver and Gilder. Feb 15. Conveyance. Reg 
rasuuiiee Frederick Henry Christian, 249 a at Middlesex, 
—, A om Owen, Decorators. March 7. Composition. 


4. 
Moore, 
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—— ar Steam Saw Mills. — _— Surrey, Timber Merchant. 
Assignment. March 
Pitten, moot Dyer, and George ake, Yeovil, Glove Manufacturer. Feb 
14, Assignment. Reg March | 
Rees, caer Canon-st, Aneseane; Draper. March 5. Composition. 
Row, Frederic, Row, Norwich, Manufacturing Chemist. Feb 13. As- 
signment. Reg March 11, 
per meee 38 High-st, Bristol, Tobacconist. March 11. Composi- 
Reg March 11. 
steele, George, Brereton, Cheshire, Farmer. Feb 11. Reg 
Swonnell, er 74 I . Borough, Surrey, Hop Factor. Feb 11. 


Assignment. Reg Marc! 
a John, Ss Batlder. March 8. Conveyance. Reg March 13. 
bie es ws Fy ata Rotherhithe, Baker. Feb 15. Convey- 
larch 


Conveyance. 


— sper Dattington, Grocer. Feb 26. Conveyance. Reg 
. Tvsspay, March 18, 1862. 
“ae, Elizabeth, Smith-parade, Huddersfield, Milliner. Feb 18. Assign- 
Reg March 13. 
Alle, Waiam, Lowestoft, Corn Merchant. Feb 21. Assignment. Reg 
arc! 
Bayly, me es. Cope, Devonshire, Yeoman. March !{1. 
Assignment. Reg Mai 
Bowley, Alfred, & Linley F Hurst Lumb, 92 7 Thames st, London, Zine 
= Galvanized Iron Manufacturers. eb 28. Assignment. Reg 
reh 15. 
Butler, lames, Albion-st, comer rd, Portsea, Mast Maker. March 
13. Composition. Reg March } 
Cheetham, William, + gaa Derbyshire, Shopkeeper. Feb 17. Assign- 
ment. Reg March | 
Dem tet, Robert, & ties Bottomley, Elland, Halifax, Cotton Spinners. 


Feb 15. Assignment. Reg March 14. 
nn dood ~— Berwick-upon-Tweed, Draper. Feb 24, Conveyance. 


Reg March 1 
rye. ve Wiliam, 30 Adam-st, Cardiff, Draper. Feb 19. Conveyance. Reg 


Forbes, Toh, Lawrence-lane, Gpngein, London, Warehousemar, Feb 
15. Composition. Reg Marc 

Gabe, John, 23 Thomas-st, -iterthyr Tiafil, Glamorganshire, Builder, Feb 
21. Conveyance. Reg M 17. 

Goer, William, Senbesseatay ie Feb17. Assignment. Reg March 


Gibson, James, Panes, and John Smith, Builders. Feb 18. Convey- 
ance. Reg March 

Hayes, David, Mile End-roed, Middlesex, Twine Manufacturer. March 10. 
Composition. Reg March 17 

Hiller, came Robert, 29 Corn Market-st, Oxford, Draper. March 5. Com- 
position. Keg March 14. 

Hughes, Samuel, Bangor, Draper. Feb 27. Composition. Reg March 14. 

ma A a Ulverston, Innkeeper. Feb 18. Conveyance. Reg 

‘arc! 

Lester, Rev John William, 3 Lancaster-rd, + ae Norwood, Surrey, 
Clerk. March 6. Composition. Reg Mareh 

Lockyer, Edward, Beeches Farm, Berryhill, Gisenbetbsibire, Farmer. 
Feb 18, Conveyance. Reg March 14. 

Magson, Edward, Warwick, Baker. March 5. Conveyance. Reg March 14. 

Major, William, Preston, eater Hampshire, Linen Draper. 
Feb 22. Assignment. Reg March 

Man , George, 8 King Williamst, Strand, Middlesex, Publisher. 
Feb 7. ‘Assignment. Reg March 13. 

Plunkett, Francis, 9 Market-st, Birkenhead, Outfitter. Feb 14. Assign- 

Feb 18, Composition. 


ment. Reg March 14. 

Russell, Lhngedl High-st, Red-hill, Surrey, Baker. 

Shore, Emma, Vidham-rd, Rochdale, Licensed Victualler. 
March 14. 


Feb 18. As- 

Assignment. 
March 1. Com- 
Thomas, William Pea! a aepements, Bristol, Coke Merchant. Feb 27. 


Assignment. 
Witham, Joseph, “ay William, Richard Boyell. Nottinghamshire, Lace 


signment. Reg 
Smith, Poemesy , Chesterton, Staffordshire, Grocer. Feb 15. 


Stockton, Joseph, oe under-Lyme, Farmer. 


Manufacturers. rch 7.. Conveyance. Reg March 14. 
Wright, Williamson, Hoyland, Darheld, Yorkshire, Maltster. Feb 12. 
Assigoment. Reg March 14, 
Gankrupts. 
Frupay, March 14, 1862. 
Atkinson, George, jun, Shaw Heath, Stockport, Builder. Pet March 8. 


Stockport, March 28 at 12. Sol Howard, >tockport. 
Barnes, bt agree Bridgefort, Cumberland, iiller. — March 10. Wock- 
ermouth, April 2 at 12, Sol Hayton, Cockerm: 
Battershall, James, 3 High-st, Hoxton Old on n ssiddleses, Plumber. 
Pet March 7. London, March 25 at 1. Sol Buchanan, 13 Basinghall-st. 
— James, New Mills, Derbyshire, Cotton Waste Spinner. Pet March 
Chapel-en-le-Frith, March 28 at 10. Sol Hodgson, Manchester. 
Desir, James, 4 Wood-st, Elton. Lancashire, Colour Mixer. Pet March 
Bary, March 27 at 10. Sols Harper & Dodds, Bury. 
came, Thomas, Bank-st, Rawtenstall, Lancashire, Brush Maker. Pet 
March 10. Bacup, March 25 at 11. Sol Eastwood, Bacup. 


3 Sun-st, Canterbury, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet 
jury. 
Bown, Michael, Somersetshire, Licensed Sane 
Pet March 7. Liver- 
pool, March 26 at 11. Sols Bell & Waln, Birkenhead 
, John, Hatton House, Hatton-garden, Middlesex, Grocer. 


Blinks, Mary Anne, 
March 12. London, March 25 at 12. Sols Sturt & Mason, 7 Gresham- 
st, London, and Sankey & Son, Canterb' 

Othery, Pet March 

5. "Bridgwater, i 2at 10. Sol Reed, Bridgwate: 

Brabin, Thomas, birkenhead, Victualler. 

Bradley, George, Commonside, Kingswinford, Staffordshire, Builder. Pet 
March 5. Stourbridge, March 29 at9. Sol pre eng Dudley. 

sis hed 

~ March 8 (in form pauperis). London, March 25 at 2. Aldci 
Wieaeat pauperis). jon, Marc at 2. Sol "ag 


| Brimle 





wanes Nightingale-lane, Wood-green, Middlesex, Builder, Pet 

March 10. London, March 24 at 1. Sol Hill, 10 Basinghall-st. 

Brooks, Samuel, jun, Laurel-grove, Penge, Surrey, Architect. Pet March 

10. "London, “April 3 at 10.30. Sol Venn, 3 New Inn, Strand. 

Brough, William, Clay-cross, Derbyshire, Shopkeeper. Pet March 8. 
Leeds, April 5 at 10. Sols Smith & Burdekin, Sheffield. 

Burditt, Samuel, Wilbarston, Northamptonshire, Publican. Market 
Harborough, April 1 at 10. Sol Rawlins, Market Harborough. 

Cole, John Walter, 38 Holborn-hill, London, Tailor. Pet March 12. Lon- 
don, April 3 at 11. Sol Rivolta, 10 Montague-st, Russell-sq. 

Cooke, ur, London-road, Worcester, Newspaper Reporter. Pet March 
5. Worcester, April 4 at 11. Sol Wilson, Worcester. 

Dines, James Slaughter, 49 Wells-st, Oxford-st, Middlesex, Silver Scraper. 
Pet _— 11. London, April { at 10. Sols Marshall & Son, 12 Hatton- 
garden 


d, , Newport, Salop, Saddler. Pet March 11. Newport, March 
26 at 11. Sol Smallwood, Newport. 
Drake, John, Chatteris, Cambridgeshire, Corn Merchant. Pet March 10. 


March, April 4 at 12, Sol Ollard, Upwetl. 

Dyson, Robert, 3 Back-road, ie os Middlesex, Hair Dresser. Pet 
March 8 (in formaé pauperis) don, April 3at ll. Sols Aldridge 
& Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Edwards, David, 1 Saint Paul’ a Liverpool, Grocers’ Assistant. Pet 
March 12. Liverpool , March 26 at 3. Sol Grocott, Liverpool, 

Ellam, George, Robinson-st, Stalybridge, Plumber. Pet March 6. Ashton- 
under-Lyme, April 2 at 1. Sol Dawson, Manchester. 

Evans, William, Widemarsh-st, Hereford, Farmer. March 11. March 31 
at 12. Sols James & Knight, Birmingham. 

Field, Thomas, Withington, Gloucestershire, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 27. 
Bristol, March 28 at li. Sols Marshall, Cheltenham, and Abbot, Lucas, 
& Leonard, Bristol. 

Fisher, Jeremiah, Osset, Yorkshire, Fulling Miller. Pet March 11. Leeds, 
March 27, at 11. Sol Harle, Leeds. 
Fryer, James, Fincham, Norfolk, Baker. Pet March 8. London. March 

24 at 12. Sols Chilton, Burton, & Co, 25 Chancery-lane. 

Gasser, Thomas James, Rising Sun, St. Mary’s-rd, Kingston, Portsea. 
March 8. Portsmouth, March 24 at 11.30. Sol Paffard, jun. 

Gibson, Robert, St. Stephen’s-st, Norwich, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet 
March 10. Norwich, March 31 at 12. Sol Atkinson, Norwich. 

— William, Dorchester, Publican. Wallingford, March 27 at 11. 

fedges, Wallingford. 

Gastien, William, Kelsale, Suffolk, Miller and Merchant. Pet March 11. 
London, March 25 at 2. Sols Stevens & Satchell, 6 Queen’s-st, Cheap- 
side, and Moore, Ipswich. 

Greaves, John, Wingerworth, Derbyshire, Blacksmith. Pet March 11. 
Chesterfield, March 26 at 12. Sol Waller, Chesterfield. 

Groves, Robert, Pensnett, Kingswinford, Grocer’s Assistant. Pet March 
10. Stourbridge, April 23at 10. Sol Wannington, Dudley 

Hardy, John, Commonside, Kingswinford, Licensed Victualler. Pet March 
12, Stourbridge, April 28 at 10. Sol Wannington, Dudley. 

Harrison, Battin, Charlbury, Oxfordshire, Grocer. Pet March 10. Chip- 
ping Norton, April 8 at 10. Sol Kiiby, Chipping Norton. 

Harper, Thomas, 14 Hinde-st, Manchester-sq, Middlesex, Dining Room 
Proprietor. Pet March 10. London, March 27 at1. Sol Chidley, 25 
Old Jewry. 

Hayles, Edwin Henry, 39 Green-rd, Southsea, Building Contractor. Pet 
March 11. London, March 25 at 2. Sols Nichols & Clark, 9 Cook’s-ct, 
Lincoln’s-inn, for Stenning, Portsea. 

Hawkins, John, sen. 2 St. John’s-ter, Paris-st, Exeter, Wine and Spirit 
Merchant. Pet ae 10. Exeter, April4 atl. Sols Smith & Raby, 
Weston-super-. 


Heath, James, Petersfield, Hampshire, Licensed Victualler. Pet March 3. 
Petersfield, April 2 at 10.30. sol White, Guildford 
Heydon, Edmund, Hethe, Oxfordshire, Carpenter. Pet March 10. 


Bicester, March 25 at 2. Sol Mills, Bicester. 

Hicklin, Joseph, Bedworth, Warwickshire, Ribbon Manufacturer. Pet 
March 12. Birmingham, March 31 at 12. Sols Overell, Leamington, 
and Hodgson & Allen, Birmingham. 

Higginson, John, Thormanby, Easingwold, Yorkshire, Clerk in Holy 
Orders. Pet March 7. Leeds, March 24 at1l. Sols Webb,7 Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Hodges, Henry, Montpelier, Bristol, Lime Burner. Pet March 10. Bris- 
tol, March 25 at 12, Sols Brittan & Sons, Bristol. 

Hollingworth, Peter, 30 John-st, Stockport, Grocer. Pet March 8. 
Stockport, March 28 at 12. Sol Johnson, Stockport. 

Holt, Thomas, 11 Ray-st, Bury, Waste Dealer. Pet March 10. Bury, 
March 27 at 11. Sol Dawson, Manchester. 

Horsfield, James, Monsall-lane, Newton-heath, Lancashire, Farmer. 
Pet March 12. Manchester April4ati1. Sol Ambler, Manchester. . 
Jackson, John, Goodyear’s End, Exhall, Warwickshire, Butcher. Pet 

March 11. Coventry, March 3! at 3. Sol Smallbone, Coventry. 

Jeffcoat, John, 9 Arabella-rd, Pimlico, Middlesex, Carpenter. Pet March 
10 (in forma pauperis). London, April 1 at 10. Sols Aldridge & 
Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Jefferis, Benjamin, Cardiff, Iron Merchant. Pet March 11. Bristol, March 
25 at 12. Sol Blakey, Newport. 

J Richard, jun, Trebunog Cymmer, Llantrissant, Glamorganshire, 
Coal rietor. Pet March 10. Bristol, March 28 at 12. Sols Smith, 
Merthyr, and Abbot, Lucas, & Leonard, Bristol. 

Jenkins, William, Connington, near Stilton, Huntingdon, Farmer, Pet 
March 11. London, March 25 at 11. Sol Marrough, Warwick-ct. 

Johnson, Moses, Ipstones, Stafford, Victualler. March 10. Birmingham, 

March 28 at 11. Sols James & Knight, Birmingham. 

Keitley, Mary, Shipston-on-Stour, Licensed Victualler. Pet March ML. 
Shipston-on-Stour, March 29 at 3. Sol Lane, Stratford-on-Avon, 

= Peter, White-s, Nottingham, Coal Dealer, March 11. Notting- 


ham, May 7 at 

King, Frederick, Neitling, Hants, Horse Dealer. Pet March 8. London, 
March 25 at 1. Sol Westall, 3 South-sq, Gray’s-inn, 

King, Joseph, 4 Bartholomew-close, London, Turner. Pet March 10. 
London, h 27 atl. Sol Peveriey, 19 Coleman-st. 

King, Walton, Bowbridge, near Stroud, Innk r. Pet March 10. 


Stroud, March 28 at 10. Sol Clutterbuck, Stro 
Klunkert, David, 6 Bale-st, Stepney, Middlesex, Baker. Pet March 8. 
London, April 1 at 10, Sol Hillis, 10 Basinghall s 
Knapman, William Arthar Arnold, Okehampton, f. Innkeeper. Pet 
Okehampton, March 31 at il. 


March 10. Sol Fultord, Okehampton. 
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Langham, Thomas, Nottingham, Coal Agent. Pet March 11. Notting- 
ham, March 25 at 11. Sol Heath, Nottingham 

Lees, Henry, Bradley, near Stafford. Publican. Pet March 11. Stafford, 
March 28 at 11. Sol Turner, Wolverhampton. 
Lewis, William, Dragon Inn, King-st, Pembroke, Innkeeper. Pet March 
8. Pembroke, March 26 at 10. Sol James, Haverfordwest. 

Lillyman, Thomas, ereaues, Brush Manufacturer. Pet March 10. 
London, April 1 at 10. Sols Metcalfe, 4 Furnival’s-inn, Holborn, or 
Becke, Northam; 


pton. 
Loyd, John, Ness, apt Builder. Pet March 11. Liverpool, March 
t11. Sol Barrell, Li 6 

Bh ., William, 8 pte ag ‘on- rat, Bristol, Baker. Pet March 

11. Bristol, March 28 at 12.” 
ood, James, Wilby, near Stradb Suffolk, Tailor. Pet March 

12. Le ee he te bac ea tuart, & Mason, 7 Gresham- 
st, or Moseley & M: jassey. 

Lugg, 11 Down’s-ter, Pianueeed; non ges Pet March 13. 


Charles, 
Lore kstes seh. teh Sol Hughes, Wool rem #4, MLD. .P 
Mackay ngus John, Infantry Barracks, faba Salfo’ et 
arch 12. opel os 12. Sol Cobbett & Wheeler, Man- 


brie 
Maddock, Samuel, Great Bowden, Leicestershire, Butcher. Market Har- 
borough, Apri! i z £10. Sol Rawlins, Market Harborough. 

Witton-park Iron Works, Durham, Master ae Pet 
March 6. op Auckland, March 27 at 10. Sol Brignai, Durham. 

Mansell, William, 4 Burry Carmarthenshire, Mason, Grocer. Pet 
March 7. Lianelly, March 29 at 2. Sol Perkins, Llanelly. 

Mares, Henry, Scholefield-road, Clee Holloway, Middlesex, Monumental 
Engraver. Pet March 11. ion, April 3 at 10.30. Sol Peverley, 19 
Coleman-st. 

Michael, Reuben, 4 Drum-yard, Whitechapel, Middlesex, Mercantile 
Clerk. BR March 11. London, April 3 at 10.30. Sol Wood, 4 Cole- 

man-st- 

Michelson, Napthalia, 37 Windsor-ter, Ss Middlesex, Dealer in Fancy 
Goods. Pet March 10. London, Mi 25 at 1.30. Sol Edwards, 15 
St Swithin’s-lane. 

Morris, Charles Frederic, Chester Public-house, Bunhill-row, Middlese 
Licensed Victualler. Pet March 8 (in forma pauperis). London, April 
lat 10. Sol Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Nicholson, James, 20 Wharncliffe-st, Newcastle-upon- . Cattle Sales- 
= Pet March 10. Newcastle, April 8at 12. Sol Bush, Newcastle- 


Oland,, J James Dunn, Haslemere, Surrey, Auctioneer, Pet March 12. 

London, April 3 at 11. Sol White,8 Dane’s-inn, Strand, 

Parker, Isaac, Greaves-st, Blackburn, Butcher. Pet March 10. Black- 
burn, March 31 at 1. Sol Stiles, Manchester. 

Pickford, Richard, 6 Westmoreland-pl, Walworth-common, Surrey, Fore- 
man toa Builder. Pet March 10. London, March 25 at 1.30. Sol 
Harcourt, King’s Arms-yard, London 

Plaskett, Charles, The Docks, Cardiff, Jeweller. Pet March 12. Bristol. 
April | at 11. Sol Ensor, é 

Priest, en, “per James nee ores, BES. Music Seller. Pet March 10. 
Bath, March 2: 


5 at ll, Sot Bartrum, Bath 
Pullan, James, 5 Portman-st, Portman-sq, ” Middlesex, Boot and Shoe 
Pet March 10. London, March 25 at 3. Sol Cooper, 23 Port- 


Maker. 
tman-sq. 
-st. Caldew-gate, agree cane Pet March 
26 at 3. Sol Donald, Car! 
Riley, Richard, 45 Ewer-st, Southwark, Surre » Tiaaber Merchant. Pet 
Mareh 12. London, March 25 at 2. Sol Snell, 1 George-st, Mansion- 
ouse 
Ringham, Henry, 4 Trafalgar-rd, Ipswich, Builder. Pet March 12. 
» April2atil. Sols Aldridge & Bromley, Gray’s-inn. 
Rogers, Nicholas, Exeter, Bone Crusher. Pet March 5. Exeter, March 
26 at ll. Sol Terrell, Exeter. 
Sharpley, Golep Perry, 19 Station- “st, Macclesfield, Commission Agent. 
Pet March 11. Macclesfield, March 25 at 11. Sol Hay, Macclesfield. 
Shenton, Pap Werrington, Caverswall, Staffordshsre, Shoemaker. Pet 
March 12. Cheadle, March 29 at 11. Sols E& A Tennant, Hemley. 
Simpson, John, Bratt-st, Roweomrish. Huckster. Pet March 4. Old- 
bury, March 22at 10. Sol Allen, Birmingham 
Smith, John Barnard, Market-hill, ‘sot Suffolk, Linen and Woollen 
Draper. Pet March 13. London, April 2 at 12. Sols Vallance & Val- 
Ssmitheringale, Henry, ¥ ities 
mitheringale, Henry, West Deeping, Line Wheelwright. Pet 
March 6. Stamford, March yd Sol Laxton, Stamford. 0" 
Stapleton, William, 25 Barnsbury-grove, Islington, Middlesex, Dust Con- 
Contractor. Pet March 10 (in forma pauperis). London, March 25 at 
stabs i Thomas Ja » 46 Moorgate-st. 
| omas James, 46 Moorgate-st, London, Attorney-at-law. Pet 
‘ anes London, March 24 at 12, Sols Gibbs & Tucker, 3 Lothbury. 
‘cai 


Westbourne-park-villas-mews, Paddington, Middlesex, Black- 
smith. Pet t March 6 (informa pauperis). London, March 24 at ia, Sol 


Aldridge, 4 rn ay 
Tate, Charles, sy = ER Pet March 8. London, March 25 at 
2.30. Sols Wal inger & Miller, 5 & 6 Sherborne-lane, London, for Foster, 
Birmingham. 
Tindall, Henry James, 208 Upper Thames~st, London, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet March 11. London, March 25 at 1. Sols Weir & Smith, Cooper’s- 
dfil, Hay Dealer. March 10. 


hall, Basinghall-st. 
Sol Forwood, Merthyr Tydfi!. 


Thomas, David, 30 Yew-st, Merthyr 
ae Tydfil, March 26 at 12. 
Tringham, John, "66 Cannon-st, London, Hosier. Pet March 12. London, 


April2 at Jl. Sol Grout, Scott ‘s-yard, Bush- lane, + 
Turnock, h, Martin’s Bank, Taik-o’th’-hill, Staffordshire, Miner. Pet 
March 11. Newcastle- -under-Lyme, March 31 at 11. Sol Tenaent, 


Hanley, 
Ulyat, Charles, Crowland, Lincoln, Baker. Pet March 11. Boston, March 
vin at1l0. Sol Percival, is 


coop, 12 Hi ~st, Birmingham, Pin sepatemeee. Pet March 
ie rmingham 28 : il. Sol East Bi 
Walker Mariner Pet M a. Goole, March 
24-at 11. Sol Dal 
Ward, Pet 


George P ner wicnge 24 “Harmood-st, Hampstead-rd. Hosier. 
March 7, London, April 3 at 11. Sol Beard, 10 Basinghall-st. 

Middlesex. Pet March 8 (in forma 
Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 


Warrall, Frank, 77 Chancery-lane, 
London, March 25 at 11. 


pauperis), 





Watts, Burton Richard, 16 Thirza-pl, Old Kent-rd, Surrey, Tin Bite 

Worker. Pet March 10. London, April 1 at 10. Sol 13 
Welsford, Arthur, 7 Lower Brunswick-terrace, B: 

Printer. Pet. March 11 (in form& pauperis). 

oorgate-st. 
"March ia & William Gunn, Liverpool, a et Son Sadliye, 
h 12. Liverpool, March 26 at 12. Sols 

wines lea Richatl Lauder, Marden, 


Basinghall-st. ba 
Beg Dal 2 at i 
Sol eon ¢ Moo! 
pages Farmer... . Pet i. 
Birmingham, March 28 at 11. Sols King & Plumber, oT pap 
Wil F apele, Dee 


Woodings, James, Newborough, Stafford, Uttox- 
eter, April 2 at 10. Sol Palmer, 
Woods, , 25 High Holborn, 


, Licensed. Pet 
March 11. London, April 3 at 10.30, Sol Todd, Newgate-ct, 
Woolley, Thomas, East-vale, Caverswall, March 10, 
Birmingham March 31 at 12. Sols James & i Seinen 
Tuxrspay, March 18, 1862. finest 
Allen, James Francis, Bridge-st, Boundary-lane, Manch x 
Pet March 4. | Manchester, April 11 at 9.80. Sol Swan, ray Mageheatar. 
And is, 48 East Bond-st, Leicester, Fellmonger. Pet March 12 
Leicester, March 28 at 10. ‘Sol Dudley, Leicester. 


Ansdell, Henry Wettenhall, 17 Phythian-st, Liverpool, Commission Mer- 
chant. Pet March 15. Liverpool March 29 atil. Sols Jenkins & Rae, 
iverpooi. 
Austin, Samuel, Bradford, Boot Maker. Pet March 13, Bradford, April 
15 at 10.30, ‘Sols Lees & Senior, Bradf 
Armstrong, eavant, Wi of the Theatre Royal, Halifax. 
Pet March 13. Halifax, April 4 at 0, a Holroyde, 


Arnold, Charles, Markgate- 
London, April 3 at 12. Sal Beery 19 Coleman-st, London. . 
Bales, John Edward, | Broke-road, 
a ing teh a, ‘Landon, Ape {at : 4 New 
Barker, Henry Al t 
Northampton, March 29 at 10, stay By toe aia 
Barnes, Richard, Wigan, Licensed Mpa ae Pet 13. Man- 
chester, March 29 at li. Sol Swan, Manchester. . 
Blandy, Edmund — 8 Shi 


pley-st, Manchester, Refreshment-house 
— Pet March 13. Manchester, April 8 at 9.30. Sol Stiles, Man- 
rrace, Harrow-road, Paddington, Widow. 
March 13. London, April 3 at 12. Sol Manning, # eicombe' pice, 
Dorset-sq. 
Agent. Pet March 17 (in form4 pauperis). Loe ied 1 Tit sa Sol 
Aldridge. 46 Moorgate-st. 
Pet March 15. 

Redruth, April 2 at It. 
Brown, William, 7 Leeder place, Commercial 

40 Ludgate-st. ; . 
Bullock, George, 4 Lord’s-bl Oldfield-road, Salford, Beersel'er. Pet 

March 12. Manchester, April 4 at 9.30. Sol Swan, M 
Bush, George, White Hart Inn, Bristol. March 12. 

il. Sol Brittan, Bristol. 
Butteris, John, Burton Overy, Leicestershire, Builder. Pet March 12. 

Le Got Rawlins, Market Harborough. 
ar pF Rebecca, Ho’ , near Leeds, Farmer. Pet (in forma pauperis). 

Leeds, April 1 at 1. 

March 13. er Tydfil, March 31 at Cat da Sy Morty yl. 
Cewer, John, Cape-lane, Smethwick, Staffordshire 

14, Oldbury, April 4atl0. Sol Shakespeare, Westbromwich. 

sistant. Pet March 11 (in form& pauperis). Taunton, April | at 3. 

Sol Taunton, Taunton. 


Boule, "Bithia, 9 Windsor-te: 
Boughey, George, 24 Commercial Sale-rooms, Mi 
Brenton, Thomas Martin, Redruth, Cornwall, Mercer. 
Cheesemonger. arch 14. London, ‘April. i ey il, et Pookie, 
anchester, 
Bristol, April 3 at 
‘icester, March 28 at 10, 
Sol Mason, hac 
Campbell, John, General Picton Inn, 
Chalker, John, Keinton Mandeville, Somersetshire, Stone Mason's As- 
Chalker, William, Keinton Mandeville 


sistant. Pet March 14. Langport, April lat 3. parBagas +: 
Chaplen, Henry James, 2 Bishop-st, ot Snag Pet March 13. 
Portsmouth, March 31 at 11,30, Sol Si 
Charnley, Lawrence, Lower Darwen, Lancash 
turer. "Pet Mareh 13. Manchester, March 28 at i, Tt” hols barter Boe, 
H lb 
mney ¢ Coalbrookdale and Sh Timber Marchant, Pet 





Marth 16" Birminghom, April 7 at a 12 Sols Scarth & Sprott, Shrews- 
bury, and James & Knight, Birming’ 


Cla: Robert Me’ 10 Great st, Lincoln’s-inn, Middlesex, 
Ce Wershant. Pet March 15. Great ue April 4 at 1.30. Sol Robin- 
son, 6 Half Moon-st, Piccadilly, London. Pet. 

, Thomas, Hinckley, Beerhouse Keeper. 
inckley, March 29 at 12. Bg eer pat 4 

Coulson, James, St. James’s-rd, Tonbridge Wells, Bulder. Pet t 
Tonbridge Wells, April Id at 12. . Sols Howard, Halse » & Trustram, 66 
Paternoster-row, London. 

Crowther, James,6 Palermo-st, Hunslet, near Leeds, Grocer. Pet March 
11. Leeds, April | at-12. Sols Hutchinson, Bradford. 

Curtis, Alfred, 26 and 27 Union-st, Spitalfields, Middlesex, Newsvendor. 
Pet —_ 12. London, April 1 at 1230, Sol Cartwright, 18 Queen- 
st, 

Davies, ie, 87 Salop-st, Walton-rd, 
March 13, RE apy) be, April 1 at 3. Sol: 

Downs, “st, Ancoa 


ts, 
12. * Mameherber, Apel ar o-20 Sol S' 
Earwaker, Mary, 5 Duke-st. Lake-rd, 
March 12. Po rtsmouth, March 31 at 1 {Paferd jun. Portes F 
Ellson, John, South Kilworth, Liecestaraaice,Bazchs Pet i4(in 
form& pauperis). Lutterworth, March 28 "ath, Sal er 
worth. 


Emsiley, Joshua, Pud 
March 13 Des dfoeds April 10 at 1a [oat 30, 0 Batley 

Emsley, Richard, Birkenshaw March 14. 
Sol tory & eG Wea ee 


Dewsbury, April 16 at 11. 
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esl, William, Pudsey, Yorkshire, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer. Pet 
March 13. Bradford, April 15 at 10.30. Sol Bradley, Leeds. 

Evans, John, Presteign, Radnor, Tailor. Pet March 13. Bristol March 
3 atl. Sol Bevan, Bristol. 

ey John, 317 Scotland- rd, Liverpool, Provision Dealer. 

15. Liverpool, April | at 3. Sol Husband, Liverpool. 

Finch, Arthur, macy Farrier. Pet March 13. Tonbridge, March 
28 at 11. Sol Morgan, Maidstone. 

Ford, Robert, Shirenewton, Monmouthshire, Licensed Victualler. 
March 7 Chepstow, April 4 at 12. Sol Owen, Cardiff. 

— Job, Willenhall, Staffordshire, Tailor. Pet. March 17. Birming- 

ham, March 31 at 12. Sol Cresswell, Willenhall. 

Garrett, William Box, High-st, Sittingbourne, Kent. Saddler. Pet March 
14. Sittingbourne, March 28 at 2.30. 

Gee, Frederick, Coventry, Draper. Pet March 6. Birmingham, April 4 
at 11. Sols Sturt & Mason, 7 Gresham-st, London, and James & Knight, 
Birmingham. 

Greenhalgh, Edmund, Beech View Swinton, Lancashire, Letter-press 
Printer. Pet March 13. Salford, March 29 at 10.30. 

Hannan, John William, Birkenhead, Leather Dealer. March 12. Liver- 
pool, March 29 at 11.30. 

Hancock, Peter, Swinton, near Rotherham, — Pet March 14. 
Sheffield, April 5 at 10. Sol Mason, Sheffield 

Pet March 14. 


Handyside, John Robertson, Todmorden, Bookseller. 
Todmorden, April 3 at 10. Sol Blomley. 

— David, Cae Harries, Dowlais, Glamorganshire, Greeer. Pet March 

Bristol. "april 3atil. Sols Bevan, Press, & Inskip, Bristol. 
wigaene John, 3 Upper Sussex-pl, Old Kent-rd, Surrey, Builder. Pet 
March 15. London. April2atil. Sol Silvester, 18 Great Dover-st. 

Harden, William, 50 Blackwell-st, Kidderminster, Butcher. Pet March 12. 
Kidderminster, March 29 at 11. Sol Crowther, Kidderminster. 

Hart, George, 28 Cardington-st, Hampstead-rd, Middlesex. Pet Feb 3. 
Wolverhampton, April7 at 12. Sol Binns, | Trinity-sq, Borough, London. 

Haworth, James, Bradford, Manufacturing Chemist. Pet March 7. Man- 
chester, April 3at 12. Sols Slater & Myers, Manchester. 

Hearnshaw, George, Wadshelf, Brampton, Derbyshire, Publican. March 
13. Sheffield, April 5 at 10. 

Hickman, Richard, 11 Albert-ter, Southampton-st, Camberwell. Surrey, 
Commercial Traveller. Pet March 15. London, April 1 at 1. Sol 
Chipperfield, 3 Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Higgin, Titus, Portrack-lane, Stockton, Durham, Cattle Dealer. Pet March 

Stockton-on-Tees, March 29 at ll. Sol Clemmet, jun, Stockton. 

Hodson, George Frederick, East-lane-stairs, and 1 George-terrace, Ber- 
mondsey, Surrey, Sail Manufacturer. Pet March 15, London, April 3 
atl. Sol Moss, 38 Gracechurch-st. 

Holland, Ann, Queen’s Head, Barnsbury-park, Islington, Middlesex, Beer 
Shop Keeper, Widow. Pet March 14. London, April l atl. Sols 
Marshall & Son, 12 Hatton-garden. 

Hughes, William, 30 Victoria-st, Stapleton-road, Bristol, "ace News- 
papers. March 12. Bristol, April 3, at 12. Sol Britta 

Hurst, George, 13 Effingham- place, Ramsgate, veh enase of the Pianoforte, 
March 29 at 1. Sol Morgan, Maidstone, 

Jameson, Joseph, Warrington, Builder. Warrington, 
April 10 at 12. Sol Bent, Warrington, 

Jones, William, Hawarden, Flintshire, Auctioneer. Pet March 12. 
Chester, March 26 at 10. Sol Cartwright, Chester. 

Jordan, Thomas, Harefield, near Uxbridge, Coal Merchant. Pet March 14. 
London, April 2 at12. Sol Becknell, 79 Connaught-terrace, Edgware- 
road 


Pet March 


Pet 


Pet March 10. 


Knott, Benjamin, Kingston-upon-Hull, Tobacconist. Pet March 13. 
Kingston-upon-Hull, March 31 at 12. Sols Eaton & Beilby, Hull. 

Key, George, Grantham, Grocer’s Assistant. Pet March 13. Lincoln, 
March 27 at 12. Sol Hebb, Lincoln. 

Kyerday, Henry, Erith, Kent, Baker. Pet March 13. London, April 1 at 
1. So} Munday,6 Essex-st, Strand. 

Lavery, John, Manchester, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Pet March 12. 
Manchester, March 28 at 11. Sols Rowley & Son, Manchester. 

Lewis, William, Wardle, Cheshire, Publican. Pet March 15. Nantwich, 
April 5 at 10. Sol Edleston, Nantwich. 

Lilley, Simeon, Birmingham, Fog Signal Manufacturer. Pet March 15 
Birmingham, March 31 at 12. Sol Cutler, Birmingham. 

Lott, Frances Alice Adelaide, 17 Westbury-rd, Harrow-rd, Middlesex, 
Spinster. Pet March 14. London, April 3 at 12. Sol Bicknell, 79 
Connaught-ter. 

Lovatt, Stephen, Fram-lane, Dawley, Salop, Forgeman. Pet March 14. 
Madeley, April 5 at 9. Sol Taylor, Wellington. 

Malkin, Thomas, Oulton, Stone, Staffordshire, Grocer. 
Stone, March 31 at 11. Sol Litchfield. 

Marzials, Rev. Antoine Theophile, 2 Brunswick-row, Queen’ oe, Blooms- 
bury, Middlesex, Clerk. Pet March 15. London, April 2 at 12.30. 
Sol Hughes, Chapel-st, Bedford-row. 

Mordaunt, Charles, 8 Bethel-pl, Camberwell, Surrey, Outtitter. Pet 
eg 13. London, April 1 at 1. Sol Cordwell, 22 College-st, Cannon- 

Cartman. 


Moaee, “Matthew, 7 Prospect-pl, Upton, Devonshire, 
March 15. Newton Abbot, March 28 at 11. Sol Carter, Torquay. 

Needham, Joseph, Long Eaton, Derbyshire, Lace Maker. Pet March 15. 
Nottingham, April 1 at 11. Sol Heath, Nottingham. 

Ongley, George, 15 Bridge-st, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manchester, 
Blacking Manutacturer. Pet March 13. Manchester, April 8 at 9.30. 
Sols Cobbett & Wheeler, Manchester. 

Page, James, Clifton-road, Moseley, Worcestershire, Builder. 
March 17. Birmingham, March 31 at 12. Sol East, Birmingham. 

Pemberton, George Richard, York-house, Chertsey, Surrey, Major-General 
of her Majesty’s Indian Forces. Pet March 15. London, April 1 at 12. 
Sols Sheppard & Riley, 33 Moorgate-st. 

Piammer, William Sena, 159 Packington-st, Islington, Warehouseman. 
Pet March 14. London, April 2 at 12. Sol Allen, 64 Chancery-lane. 
Pollett, Henry, Broxbourne, Herts, Wine Agent. Pet 17. London, 

Aprillat2. Sols Lawrence, Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-chambers, 


ion. 
ey ome Dillons-court Bristol. Pet March 14. 
Rham, Henry, Tyd St Giles, Cambridge, Blacksmith. Pet March 13. 
Wisbeach, April 3 at 12. So; Ollard, Upwell. 
Rives, Edward George Stinewell, 15 We: -st, Hoxton, Middlesex, Mer- 
SS Pet March 15. London, April 1 at 1. Sol Wells, 47 


Pet March 12. 


Pet 


Pet 


Bristol, April 3 at 


aaa — rr erenneenrey 


Roberts, ronan nny and Josiah Roberts, Robert Town, Yorkshire, Manufac- 
turing Chemists. Pet March 13. Leeds April 4 at ll. Sols Norris & 
Foster, Halifax, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Robinson, John Wright, Northgate, Huddersfield. Pet March 11. 
dersfield, April 17 at 10. Sol Leadbeater, Huddersfield. 

Rolfe, James, & Thomas Rolfe, William-st, Slough, Bucks, Tailors. Pet 
March 15. London, April 2 at 1. Sol Youles, 16 Gresham-st. 

Ryland, George, Westbromwich, Farmer. Pet March 15. Birmingham 
April 4at11l. Sol Smith. Birmingham. 

Sands, Robert, Branston Booths, Licensed Victualler, & Robert Clarke, 
Nettleham, Lincolnshire, Miller. Pet March 14. Lincoln, April 1 at 11, 
Sols Brown » Lincoln. 

Searle, James, Leverington, Isle of Ely, Miller. Pet March 13. Wisbech, 
April 3 at 12. Sol Ollard, Upwell. 

Semmons, Henry, Helston, Cornwall, Grocer. Pet Marchi7. Exeter 
April 4at |. Sols Plomer, Helston, or Clarke, Exeter. 

Smith, William, Henley Arms, Gas-st, Northampton. Pet March 12, 
Northampton, March 29 at 10. Sols Shield & White, Northampton 

Smith, William, Queen’s-cross, Dudley, Worcestershire, Cowkeeper. Pet. 
March 12. Dudley, March 27 at 11. Sol Warmington, Dudley. 

Snelling, William Henry, Courtenay-st, Newton Abbot, Devonshire, 
Organist. Pet March 11. Exeter, March 28 at ll. Sol Fryer, Exeter. 

Stammers, Joseph, Great Braxstead, Essex, Grocer. Pet March 7. 
London, April 7 at 11. Sols Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 

Stainton, Robert, Cleethorpe, Lincolnshire, Boot Maker. Pet March 13. 
Great Grimsby, March 28 at 11. Sol Rates, Grimsby. 

Stapley, John, 37 Gloucester-lane, Brighton, Potatoe Salesman. Pet 
March 14. London, April 3 at 12. Sol Stuckey, Brighton. 

Stearman, William Stephen, & Ellen Terry, 31 Preston-st, Brighton, 
Bootmakers. Pet March 12. London, April 1 at 11. Sol Waller, 2 
Duke-st, Adelphi. 

Stevens, James Francis, Croydon, Surrey, Brick Dealer. Pet March 13. 
London, April 1 at 11. Sol Branwell, 17 Southampton-bldgs, Holborn. 

iddlesex. Printer. Pet 


Hud- 


Stutter, Thomas, 76 Church-st. Bethnal-green, Mi q 
March 13. Sols Lepard & Gammon, 9 Cloak- _ 


London, April 1 at 1. 

lane, London. 
Symblett, William Henry, Queen’s-rd, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Ship- 
owner. Pet March 14. London, April 1 at 11. Sol Wood, 27a Buck- 


Jpholsterer. Pet March 11. Peter- 
id, Peterborough. 
March 10. Wrex- 


lersbury. 

Taylor, Benjamin, Peterborough, U 
borongh, March 29at 10. Sol Rui 

Vaughan, John, Wrexham, Denbighshire, Maltster. 
ham, March 28 at 12. Sol Jones, Wrexham. 

Virgin, William Henry, Nantwich, Pr uae Printer. Pet March 13. 
Nantwich, March 29 at 10. Sol Ed) 

Waddington, John, 26 Keeling-st, AR Cabinet Maker. Pet 
March 13. Manchester, April 8 at 9.30. Sol Stiles, Manchester. 

Walker, William Skirving, 49 Mount-st, Manchester, Commission Agent. 
Pet March 15. Manchester, March 29 at 11. Sol Marsland, Manches- 
ter. 

be xs Charles, Cambridge, Builder. Pet Feb 22. London, March 21 
at 3. Sols Whitehead & French. 


White, Eleanor, 26 London-st, Brighton, Widow. Pet March 18 (in 
forma pauperis). Lewes, Aprilll. Sol Goodman, Brighton. 

Whittington. J John, Birmingham, Coal Dealer. Pet March 14. Birming- 
ham, March 28at 11. Sol Parry, Birmingham. 

Wike, William, Hoyle Mill, near Barnsley, Grocer. = March 11 (in 
forma pauperis). York, March 28 at 3. Sol Mason, York. 

Wilkinson, John, 27 Sheffield-rd, Barnsley, Music Seller. Pet March 13. 
Barnsley, March 28 at 3. Sols Tyas & Harrison, Barnsley. 

Winn, Robert, Birmingham, Gilder on Glass. Pet March 15. Birming- 
ham, March 3lat 12. Sol King, Birmingham. 

Winnifrith, Robert, Park-rd, Southborough, Labourer. Pet March 14, 
Tonbridge Wells, March 3 at 12. Sol Cripps, Tonbridge Wells. 

Would, John, Tattershall, Lincolnshice, Boatman. Pet March 12. 
castle. March 26 at 12. Sol Bean, Boston. 

Young, William Matthew, 19 Forester-st, Hulme, Lancashire, Designer. 
Pet March 13. Salford, March 29 at 10. Sol Richardson, Manchester, 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 

Faway, March 14, 1862. 
Banks, Daniel Lancaster, Upper Stanhope-st, 
March 5. 
Goulden, Michael, 8 Elder-st, Norton Folgate, Middlesex, Silk Manufac- 
turer. March 7. 
Mogg, John, 9 Lower-st, Lower-rd, Islington, Middlesex, Grocer. 
Smith William, Loughborough, Grocer. March 7. 


Horn- 


Liverpool, Engineer. 








DVERTISEMENTS for HEIRS, NEXT — 
KIN, LEGATEES, &c. (for above One Hundred Years 
rer time), are regularly red by SAMUEL DEACON, GENE. 
L ADVERTISING AGENT, PUBLIC NEWS ROOMS, 154, LEADEN- 
HALL-STREET, LONDON. Removed from 3, Walbrook.—Established 
1822. Charge for Search, 2s. 6d.; and if the ‘Advertisement is found, a 
correct copy, with reference and date, may be had, agreeably to the fol- 
lowing charge :— 


If advertised within 3 yrs. £1 0 0 | If advertised above 10 yrs. £3 0 0 
pr above 3 yrs. 200 ‘a above 20 yrs. 400 
2s, 8d. must be remitted in postage stamps from the Country. Wilis 
inspected at Doctors’ Commons. The Unclaimed Dividend Books may be 
seen, on payment of One Shilling. 


Onpers and ADVERT'SEMENTs received for Tae Gazette, and every 
London, Provincial, Colonial, and Foreign Newspaper, &c.—The Lonpon 
Parsrs, and those from every County, are regularly received and filed; 
also Melbourne, Sydney, Adelaide, New York, Canada, Cape, Ceylon, East 
and West India, French, German, &c. 


OR SALE.—A compact FREEHOLD ESTATE 

in South Kent, comprising nearly 100 acres of fine marsh land in ex- 
cellent order. It is let on lease for about seven years to a highly respectable 
tenant at the low nett rental of £260, the tenant paying all charges of 


every 
For terms, &c., to Messrs, Merrick & Gepaz, 4, Storey’s Gate, 








Westminster, S.W., tors. 














